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Department  Regulations  Agenda  and 
Review  List;  Semi-Annual  Summary 

agency:  Department  of  Transportation. 
action:  Department  Regulations 
Agenda  and  Review  List. 

summary:  The  Regulations  Agenda  is  a 
semi-annual  summary  of  each  pending 
proposed  regulation  that  the  Department 
of  Transportation  (“Department”)*  has 
issued  and  each  proposed  and  Tinal 
regulation  that  the  Department  expects 
to  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  succeeding  12  months  or  such  longer 
projected  period  as  may  be  anticipated. 
The  Regulations  Review  List  is  a  semi¬ 
annual  summary  of  the  existing 
regulations  that  the  Department  of 
Transportation  has  selected  for  review 
and  possible  revocation  or  revision.  The 
Agenda  and  the  Review  List  provide  the 
public  with  information  about  the 
Department  of  Transportation’s 
regulatory  activity.  It  is  expected  that 
this  information  will  enable  the  public  to 
be  more  aware  of,  and  allow  it  to  more 
effectively  partic^jate  in,  the 
Department’s  regulatory  activity. 
ADDRESSES:  The  mailing  address  for  the 
initiating  offices  of  the  Department 
which  appear  in  the  Agenda  and  the 
Review  List  are  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  except  for  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  and  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development 
Corporation,  which  are  located  at  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  and  the  U.S. 
Coast  Guard,  which  is  located  at  2100 
Second  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20593. 


*  Note.— r/te  Maritime  Administration  was  made 
an  operating  administration  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  on  August  A  1981.  At  that  time, 
development  of  this  Agenda  was  already  underway 
and  it  was  too  late  to  include  the  Maritime 
Administration  regulatory  actions  in  this  Agenda. 
They  will  publish  a  separate  Agenda  on  October  29. 
1981,  and  will  be  included  in  the  Department's  next 
Agenda  scheduled  for  publication  on  April  1, 1982. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
General 

For  further  information  on  the  Agenda 
or  the  Review  List,  in  general,  contact: 
Neil  R.  Eisner.  Assistant  General 
Counsel  for  Regulation  and 
Enforcement,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-4723. 
Specific 

For  further  information  about  any 
particular  item  on  the  Agenda  or  IIm 
Review  List,  contact  the  individual 
listed  in  the  column  headed  “Coatacf* 
for  that  item. 
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Backgrotmd 

Improvement  of  government 
regulations  is  a  prime  goal  of  the  Reagan 
Administration.  There  should  be  no 
more  regulations  than  necessary,  and 
those  that  are  issued  should  be  simpler, 
more  comprehensible,  and  less 
burdensome.  Regulations  should  not  be 
issued  without  appropriate  invdv^ent 
of  the  public;  once  issued,  they  should 
be  periodically  reviewed  and  revised,  as 
needed,  to  assure  that  they  continue  to 
meet  the  needs  for  which  they  originafiy 
were  designed. 

To  help  the  Department  of 
Transportation  (“Department”)  achieve 
these  goals,  and  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12291  (“Federal 
Regulation”  46  FR 13193;  February  19, 
1981)  and  the  Department’s  Regabtoiy 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979),  the  Department 
prepares  a  semi-annual  Department 
Regulations  Agenda  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  Agenda 
summarizes  each  pending  proponed 
regulation  that  the  Department  has 


issued  and  each  proposed  and  final 
regolation  that  the  Department  expects 
to  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  succeeding  12  months  or  such  longer 
projected  period  as  may  be  anticipated. 
The  Executive  Order  and  the  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  also  include  a 
requirement  that  the  Department 
prepare  a  semi-annual  list  of  existing 
regulations  it  has  selected  for  review 
and  possible  revocation  or  revision  for 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  Agendas  and  Review  Lists  are 
based  on  reports  submitted  by  the 
initiating  offices  by  the  beginning  of 
February  and  August  each  year.  After 
these  reports  are  consolidated  for,  and  . 
reviewed  by,  the  Department 
Regulations  Council,  the  Department’s 
Regulations  Agenda  and  Review  List  is 
prepared  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  Department’s  last 
Regulations  Agenda  and  Review  List 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  2, 1981  (46  FR  20036).  The  next  one 
is  scheduled  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  1. 1982. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

In  1980,  Congress  passed  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  P.L 
96-354,  which  requires  the  designation 
of  those  regulations  for  which  a 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  will  be 
prepared,  i.e.,  those  regulations  that 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substanjial  number  of  small 
entities.  The  symbol  “t”  appears  at  the 
left  marpn,  prior  to  the  title,  for  each 
significant  and  nonsignificant  regulation 
in  this  Agenda  for  which  a  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis  will  be,  or  has  been, 
prescribed.  In  addition,  where  the  RFA 
applies  to  a  significant  regulation  in  this 
Agenda,  that  fact  is  noted  in  the 
regulation’s  summary  under  subheading 
C  “Analysis,”  by  the  addition  of  a  slash 
(/)  after  the  words  “Regulatory 
Evaluation”  or  “Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis,”  followed  by  the  words 
“Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis.’’ 

The  RFA  also  requires  that  each 
year  the  Department  publish  a  list  of 
those  regulations  that  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  and  are  to  be 
reviewed  under  the  Act  during  the 
succeeding  twelve  months.  The  Review 
List  in  this  and  future  Agendas  will 
include  those  regulations  to  be  reviewed 
under  the  RFA  or  those  for  which 
review  has  been  concluded  since  the 
la^  Agenda.  The  symbol  “t"o/so  will 
appear  in  the  left  margin,  prior  to  the 
title,  foroach  such  regulation.  It  should 
be  noted,  however,  that  after  a 
prelimiaory  assessment  of  the 
regulations  listed  for  RFA  review,  it 
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may  be  found  that  the  regulations,  in 
fact,  do  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  and  a  full  RFA  review  will  be 
unnecessary. 

Definitions 

The  Agenda  and  the  Review  List 
cover  all  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Department,  including  those  that 
establish  conditions  for  financial 
assistance.  The  following  definitions  are 
provided  for  ease  in  understanding  the 
information  in  this  document. 

(1)  Initiating  office  means  an 
operating  administration  or  other 
organizational  element  within  the 
Department,  the  head  of  which  is 
au^orized  by  law  or  delegation  to  issue 
regulations  or  to  formulate  regulations 
for  issuance  by  the  Secretary. 

(2)  Significant  regulation  means  a 
regulation  that  is  not  an  emergency 
regulation  and  that  in  the  jud^ent  of 
the  head  of  the  initiating  office,  or  the 
Secretary,  or  the  Deputy  Secretary — 

(a)  Is  a  major  regulation; 

(b)  Concerns  a  matter  on  which  there 
is  substantial  public  interest  or 
controversy: 

(c)  Has  a  major  impact  on  another 
operating  administration  or  other  parts 
of  the  Department  or  other  Federal 
Agency; 

(d)  Has  a  substantial  effect  on  State 
and  local  governments; 

(e)  Has  a  substantial  impact  on  a 
major  transportation  safety  problem; 

(f)  Initiates  a  substantial  regulatory 
program  or  change  in  policy. 

Is  substantially  different  from 
international  requirements  or  standards; 
or 

(h)  Otherwise  involves  important 
Department  policy. 

(3)  Major  regulation  means  a 
significant  regulation  for  which  a 
Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  is  required 
to  be  prepared. 

(4)  Emergency  regulation  means  (a)  a 
regulation  that,,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
head  of  the  initiating  office, 
circumstances  require  to  be  issued 
without  notice  and  opportunity  for 
public  comment  or  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register;  or  (b)  is  governed  by 
short-term  statutory  or  judicial 
deadlines. 

(5)  Nonsignificant  regulation  means  a 
regulation  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
head  of  the  initiating  office,  is  neither  a 
significant  nor  an  emergency  regulation. 

A  preliminary  and  final  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis  is  required  for  each 
proposed  and  final  regulation, 
respectively  that  (1)  is  likely  to  result  in: 

(a)  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy 
of  $100  million  or  more; 


(b)  A  major  effect  on  the  general 
economy  in  terms  of  costs,  consumer 
prices,  or  production; 

(c)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers;  individual  industries; 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies;  or  geographic  regions; 

(d)  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets;  or 

(2)  The  Secretary  or  head  of  the 
initiating  office  determines  deserves 
Such  an  analysis. 

Explanation  of  Information  on  the 
R^ulations  Agenda 

The  Regulations  Agmida  is  divided  by 
initiating  offices.  For  each  initiating 
office  the  Agenda  lists:  [1)  significant 
regulations,  which  are  subdivided  into 
two  subcategories — ^major  significant 
regulations  and  other  significant 
regulations,  (2)  nonsignificant 
regulations,  and  (3)  routine  and  fi'equent 
nonsignificant  regulations.  For  each 
proposed  and  final  regulation,  the 
Agenda  provides  the  following 
information:  (1)  a  short  descriptive  title; 
(2)  a  summary  (3)  the  earliest  expected 
date  for  a  decision  on  whether  to  issue 
the  proposed  or  final  regulation;  (4)  a 
contact  office  official  who  can  provide 
additional  information,  including  advice 
on  how  to  obtain  documents  referenced 
in  the  Agenda;  and  (5)  the  related 
regulatory  citation  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  If  final  action  has 
been  taken  on  an  item  included  on  the 
previous  semi-annual  Agenda,  that  item 
is  still  contained  in  this  Agenda  and  the 
final  action  is  indicated  under  the 
“Summary”  column  of  that  item. 

For  a  significant  regulation,  the 
summary  includes:  (1)  a  description  of 
the  proposed  or  final  regulation;  (2)  a 
brief  statement  as  to  why  it  is 
considered  significant;  (3)  a  listing  of 
any  analyses  an  initiating  office  will 
prepare  or  has  prepared  for  the 
rulemaking  document;  e.g.,  a  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis  or  Evaluation,  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS), 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis,  and  an 
Urban  Impact  Analysis;  (4)  a  brief 
statement  of  the  objectives —  why  the 
regulation  is  needed;  (5)  the  legal  basis 
for  the  action  being  taken;  (6)  the  past 
and  anticipated  chronology  of  the 
development  of  the  regulation  including 
any  finaK  action  taken  since  the  last 
semi-aimual  Agenda  and  (7)  the  related 
regulatory  citation  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  It  should  be  noted 
that,  even  though  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis  is  not  required  for  some  items 


on  the  Agenda,  the  Department  requires 
an  economic  analysis  for  all  of  its 
regulations.  This  economic  analysis  is 
contained  in  the  Regulatory  Evaluation. 

For  nonsignificant  regulations  issued 
routinely  and  fiequently  as  part  of  an 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  (such  as  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration’s  Airspace 
Rules]  to  keep  those  requirements 
operationally  current,  only  the  general 
category  of  the  regulations,  the  identity 
of  a  contact  office  or  officiaL  and  an 
indication  of  the  expected  number  of 
regulations  are  included;  individual 
regulations  are  not  listed. 

If  a  regulatory  docket  number  has 
already  been  established,  it  is  contained 
in  parentheses  immediately  following 
the  short  descriptive  title  of  the 
regulation.  If  a  member  of  the  public 
desires  further  information  regarding  a 
particular  proposal  or  regulation, 
reference  should  be  made  to  this  docket 
number.  The  Federal  Highway 
Administration  also  provides  an  FHPM 
number  at  this  point  for  easier  reference 
by  those  who  use  the  Federal-aid 
Highway  Program  Manual  (FHPM).  The 
numbers  following  the  FHPM  represent, 
respectively,  the  voliune,  chapter, 
section  and  subsection  at  which  the 
material  is  located  in  the  FHPM. 

In  the  “Earliest  Expected  Decision 
Date”  column,  abbreviations  are  used  to 
indicate  the  particular  documents  being 
considered  for  issuance  by  that  date. 
ANPRM  stands  for  Advance  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking,  SNPRM  for 
Supplemental  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  NPRM  for  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking,  and  FR  for  Final 
Rule.  Listing  a  date  in  this  column  is  not 
an  indication  that  a  proposal  or  a  final 
rule  will  be  issued  on  that  date;  it  is  the 
earliest  date  on  which  a  decision  is 
expected  to  be  made  on  whether  to 
issue  the  document  listed.  Submittal  of 
any  proposed  or  final  rule  to  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  for  review, 
under  Executive  Order  12291,  must 
follow  such  a  decision.  For  major  rules, 
this  review  could  take  60  days  or  more. 

If  any  document  is  issued,  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  would  follow  within 
a  few  days.  These  dates  are  based  on 
current  schedules.  Subsequently 
received  information  could  result  in  a 
decision  not  to  take  regulatory  action  or 
in  changes  to  proposed  publication 
dates.  For  example,  the  need  for  further 
evaluation  could  result  in  a  later 
publication  date;  evidence  of  a  greater 
need  for  the  regulation  could  result  in  an 
earlier  publication  date. 

It  should  be  noted  that  some  of  the 
items  on  the  Agenda  result  fit)m 
programs  that  were  established  to 
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review  existing  regulations  and  revoke 
or  revise  those  regulations  that  the 
initiating  office  determined  were  not 
achieving  their  intended  purpose. 

Projects  under  regulatory  development 
that  resulted  from  a  review  of  existing 
regulations  to  determine  whether  they 
should  be  revoked  or  revised  are 
preceded  by  the  word  “Review”  in  the 
‘Title”  column.  Because  some  reviews 
can  be  large-scale  undertakings,  and 
because  there  are  already  a  number  of 
these  in  the  regulatory  development 
process,  the  Department  thought  it 
would  provide  the  public  with  valuable 
information  if  it  indicated  not  only 
which  regulatory  reviews  are  under 
consideration  but  also  which  reviews 
have  now  reached  the  stage  where 
proposed  revisions  are  being,  or  have 
been,  prepared.  The  number  of 
regulatory  projects  that  an  initiating 
office  can  handle  is  limited  by  available 
resources.  Therefore,  the  number  of 
projects  in  the  regulatory  development 
stage  may  limit  the  number  of  reviews 
that  can  be  added. 

Explanation  of  Information  on  the 
Regulations  Review  List 

The  Regulations  Review  List  is 
divided  by  initiating  offices.  For  each 
office,  it  provides  the  following 
information:  (1)  a  short  description  of 
the  existing  regulations  involved, 
including  the  related  citation  to  die 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations;  (2)  a  brief 
description  of  the  reasons  for  each 
selection;  (3)  a  contact  office  or  official 
who  can  provide  additional  information; 
and  (4)  the  target  date  for  completing  the 
review  and  determining  the  corrective 
course  of  action  to  be  taken.  The  action 
taken  can  be  revocation  or  revision  of 
the  regulation,  or  it  can  be  a 
determination  that  no  regulatory  action 
is  necessary  because  the  regulation  is 
found  to  be  achieving  its  goals  and  the 
goals  and  objectives  of  Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Department’s  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures.  If  final  action 
has  been  taken  on  an  item  included  on 
the  previous  semi-annual  Review  List, 
that  item  is  still  contained  in  this 
Review  List  and  the  final  action  is 
indicated  under  the  “Reasons  for 
Selection”  column  for  that  item. 

General 

To  allow  for  easier  use  of  the  Agenda 
and  for  quick  comparison  with  earlier 
Agendas,  the  Department  has  instituted 
the  following  ad^tional  procedures  in 
the  Agenda:  (1)  Items  listed  on  the 
Agenda  or  Review  List  retain  the  same 
order  in  each  semi-annual  publication.  If 
subheadings  are  used  within  an 
initiating  office's  listing,  then  the  same 
order  is  retained  within  each 


subheading.  (2)  New  items  generally  are 
added  at  the  end  of  the  appropriate 
portion  of  the  Agenda  or  Review  List 
and  are  identified  by  an  asterisk  (“*”) 
on  the  left  side  of  the  ‘Title”  when  first 
added.  (3)  New  substantive  information 
added  to  items  that  were  on  an  earlier 
Agenda  or  Review  List  is  printed  in 
italics. 

Mailing  Lists  for  Regulatory  Documents 

To  assist  the  public  in  obtaining 
regulatory  documents  issued  within  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  an 
Appendix  A  has  been  included  in  this 
document.  The  appendix  contains 
instructions  on  how  to  be  placed  on 
mailing  lists  for  copies  of  regulatory 
documents,  including  the  Department’s 
Semi-Annual  Regulations  Agenda, 
issued  by  the  operating  administrations 
of  the  Department  and  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary.  There  is  no  charge  for  this 
service;  however,  because  of  the  costs 
involved,  the  number  of  copies  of  a 
document  forwarded  to  an  individual 
requestor  may  be  limited.  Persons 
already  on  mailing  lists  for  particular 
documents  within  the  Department  will 
.remain  on  those  lists  and  should  not 
reapply. 

By  following  the  instructions  specified 
in  the  appendix,  a  person  can  be  placed 
on  a  mailing  list  for  future  copies  of  the 
Department’s  Regulations  Agenda, 
which  will  be  updated  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Re^ster  every  year  during 
April  and  October.  By  using  the  Agenda, 
individuals  can  determine  which  Notice 
or  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  to  be  issued  by  elements  of 
the  Department,  is  of  interest  to  them. 
Then,  using  the  instructions  in  the 
appendix,  such  persons  also  can  be 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  to  ensure  that, 
after  the  document  of  interest  is  issued, 
a  copy  will  be  mailed  to  them  for  their 
review  and  comment.  In  this  way, 
individuals  will  be  relieved  of  the 
binden  of  having  to  review  the  Federal 
Register,  perhaps  on  a  daily  basis.  The 
Department  expects  that  this  process 
will  ensure  that  those  people  placed  on 
mailing  lists  will  receive  early  notice  so 
that  their  views  on  the  document  can  be 
adequately  prepared  and  presented 
within  the  established  comment  period. 

General  Rulemaking  Contact  Persons 

To  assist  persons  desiring  to  obtain 
general  information  concerning  the 
rulemaking  process  within  the 
Department’s  operating  administrations, 
an  Appendix  B  has  been  added  to  the 
Agenda.  This  appendix  sets  forth  the 
addresses  and  the  telephone  numbers  of 
the  persons  who  can  respond  quiddy  to 
requests  for  general  rulemaking 
information.  Please  note,  however,  that 


questions  related  to  particular 
rulemaking  actions  should  still  be 
referred  to  the  contact  person  listed 
with  the  particular  rulemaking  on  the 
Agenda. 

Public  Rulemaking  Dockets 

To  facilitate  the  inspection  of  docket 
files  and  the  submission  of  comments  by 
the  public,  an  Appendix  C  sets  forth  the 
addresses  and  working  hours  for  the 
Rules  Docket  for  each  operating 
administration. 

Request  for  Comments 

Agenda 

Our  Agenda  is  intended  primarily  for 
the  use  of  the  public.  In  each  of  the  eight 
Agendas  that  we  have  issued,  we  have 
made  modifications  and  refinements 
that  we  believe  provide  the  public  with 
more  helpful  information  as  well  as 
make  the  Agenda  easier  to  use.  We 
have,  for  example,  tried  to  give  as  many 
Federal  Register  and  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  citations  as  possible  so  that 
the  public  can  easily  check  source 
documents  when  they  are  needed  for 
more  information;  we  also  have  tried  to 
maintain  the  same  order  in  the  list  of  the 
regulations  in  the  Agenda,  adding  new 
items  at  the  end  and  putting  new 
information  in  italics  so  that  it  would  be 
easier  for  the  public  to  follow  the 
development  of  a  regulation  from  one 
Agenda  to  the  next.  We  would  now  like 
to  ask  you,  the  public,  to  make 
suggestions  or  comments  on  how  the 
Agenda  could  be  further  improved.  For 
example,  do  you  find  the  information 
presented  in  an  easily  understandable 
manner?  Do  you  find  it  easy  to  follow  a 
regulation’s  development  from  Agenda 
to  Agenda?  Do  you  find  that  the  format 
for  setting  out  the  information  enables 
you  to  use  the  Agenda  easily?  Do  you 
find  that  the  explanation  of  the 
information  in  &e  Agenda  and  the 
Review  List  is  clearly  explained  in  the 
preamble  to  the  Agenda?  Your 
responses  to  these  questions  or  any 
other  comments  or  suggestions  you  may 
have  should  be  sent  to  Neil  R.  Eisner, 
whose  address  appears  above. 

Reviews 

In  an  effort  to  comply  further  with  the 
spirit  of  Executive  Order  12291  and  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  we  are  also 
seeking  suggestions  on  existing 
regulations  that  should  be  included  on 
our  Review  List;  that  is.  which  existing 
regulations  issued  by  an  operating 
administration  of  the  Department  or  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  do  you  believe 
need  to  be  reviewed  to  determine 
whether  they  should  be  revised  or 
revoked?  The  Department  is  particularly 
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interested  in  obtaining  information  on 
requirements  that  have  a  "significant 
economic  impact  on  small  entities"  and 
therefore,  must  be  reviewed  under  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  If  you  have 
any  suggested  regulations,  please  send 
them,  along  with  your  explanation  of 
why  they  should  be  reviewed,  to  the 
concerned  operating  administration  or 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  at  the 
appropriate  address  noted  in  the 
“Addresses”  paragraph  above. 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  comments  are 
specifically  invited  on  regulations  listed 
in  the  Review  portion  of  the  Agenda 
that  are  targeted  for  review  under  the 
RFA.  Those  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  "contact" person  of  the 
operating  administration  involved,  at 
the  appropriate  address  noted  in  the 
"Addresses” paragraph  above. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the 
Department  has  already  initiated  a 
systematic  review  of  over  40  of  its  most 
costly  and  controversial  existing 
regulations  for  possible  revision/ 
rescission.  The  regulations  selected  for 
this  priority  review  are  identified  by  a 
bullet  ("•”)  in  the  left  margin  preceding 
the  title.  Several  of  the  selected 
regulations  are  also  included  either  in 
the  Agenda  or  review  portion  of  this 
notice;  however,  selection  for  priority 
review  will  ensure  that  they  will  receive 
special  expedited  attention  and  that 
they  will  be  reviewed  in  a  systematic 
fashion. 

Innovative  Regulatory  Techniques 

The  Department  of  Transportation  is 
reviewing  its  regulations  for  regulatory 
areas  where  the  application  of 


innovative  regulatory  techniques  would 
be  appropriate.  The  Department  invites 
the  assistance  of  the  public  in  this 
search. 

Particular  techniques  that  have  shown 
promise  throughout  the  federal 
government  are  (1)  the  creation  of 
marketable  rights;  (2)  the  use  of 
economic  incentives;  (3)  the  use  of 
performance  standards;  (4)  the  use  of 
market-oriented  compliance  measures; 

(5)  the  enhancement  of  competition;  (6) 
the  use  of  information  disclosure;  (7)  the 
use  of  voluntary  standards;  and  (8)  Ae 
tailoring  of  standards  to  distinguish 
among  categories  of  regulated  entities 
(“tiering”).  More  complete  descriptions 
of  these  innovative  techniques  are  set 
forth  in  Appendix  D.  The  Department  of 
Transportation  is  already  using  these 
techniques  in  many  regulatory  programs. 
However,  the  views  of  the  public  are 
solicited  with  respect  to  other  regulatory 
programs  where  these  techniques  can  be 
applied  effectively  to  reduce  the 
burdens  on  regulated  entities  or  to 
reduce  governmental  costs.  If  you  have 
any  suggestions,  please  send  them  to  the 
concerned  operating  administration  or 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  at  the 
appropriate  address  noted  in  the 
“Address”  paragraph  above.  Additional 
information  on  ffie  innovative 
techniques  program  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  Neil  R.  Eisner,  whose  address 
appears  above. 

Purpose 

The  Department  is  publishing  this 
Regulations  Agenda  and  Review  List  in 
the  Federal  Register  to  share  with 
interested  members  of  the  public  the 
Department’s  preliminary  expectations 


regarding  its  future  regulatory  actions. 
This  should  enable  the  public  to  be  more 
awar6  of  the  Department’s  regulatory 
activity.  Knowledge  of  the  nature  and 
scope  of  this  activity,  as  well  as  the 
specffic  proposals  and  reviews  being 
considered,  should  result  in  more 
effective  public  participation  in  the 
Department’s  regulatory  activity.  For 
example,  awareness  of  the  dates  when 
notices  may  be  issued  seeking  public 
comment  should  allow  appropriate 
plaiming  and  more  efficient  use  of  the 
comment  period.  By  providing  the 
expected  date  for  a  decision  on  whether 
to  issue  a  final  rule,  the  Department 
expects  that  more  appropriate  planning 
by  those  concerned  with  the  regulation 
will  also  be  possible. 

This  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  does  not  impose  any  binding 
obligation  on  the  Department,  or  any  of 
the  offices  within  the  Department,  with 
regard  to  any  specffic  item  on  the 
Agenda  or  the  Review  List.  Regulatory 
action  in  addition  to  the  items  listed  is 
not  precluded. 

If  further  information  is  desired  on 
any  of  the  items  listed  in  the  Agenda  or 
the  Review  List,  the  public  is 
encouraged  to  contact  the  individual 
listed  for  the  particular  item.  Additional 
information  concerning  the  Agenda  or 
the  Review  List,  in  general,  or  the 
Department’s  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  may  be  obtained  from  Neil 
R.  Eisner,  whose  address  and  telephone 
number  appear  above. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  31, 
1981. 

Drew  Lewis, 

Secretary  of  Transportation, 
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AGENDA 

OST  Office  of  the  Secretary 

Significant  Regulations;  Major 


[Key  to  symbols:  *New  item.  fAnalysis  or  review  being  considered  under  R^ulatory  Rexibility  Act  #Regulation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  Agemfa] 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Allocation  of  “Slots”  at  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Airport  ^ 

A.  Description:  Proposed  amendment  to  establish  proce¬ 
dures  for  allocating  the  hourly  number  of  instrument  flight 
operations  (takeoffs  and  landings)  or  “slots”  that  may  oe 
reserved  at  Washington  National  Airport  (WNA)  in  accord¬ 
ance  with.the  FAA’s  High  Density  Rule. 

Harvey  Safeer, 

(202)  426-3331 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  proposal  is  considered  a  signifi¬ 
cant  rulemaking  project  due  to  substantial  public  interest 
and  potential  costs  to  airlines. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  the  Department 
of  Justice  have  expressed  concerns  about  continuing  the 
antitrust  immunity  under  which  the  airline  scheduling  com¬ 
mittees  currently  allocate  slots  at  WNA.  A  new  metfKXi  of 
allocation  may  become  necessary. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  103, 306, 307  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  and 
313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1303,  1347,  1348  (a),  (b),  and  (c).  and  1354(a)); 
§6(c)  DOT  Act  (49  U.S.C.  §  1655(c));  Sec.  2,  Act  for  the 
Administration  of  Washington  National  Airport,  54  Stat 
688. 

• 

F.  Chronology:  The  CAB  in  conjunction  with  the  FAA 
commissions  the  Polinomics  Research  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  to  research  the  allocation  problem.  A  report  of  its 
findings  has  been  prepared.  Another  report  by  Econ,  inc. 
analyzing  a  slot  allocation  auction  procedure  has  been 
prepared  under  an  FAA  contract.  On  August  15.  1980, 
the  Secretaiy  of  Transportation  issued  a  Policy  for  the 
Operation  of  Washington  National  Airport  (WNA).  The 
^icy  and  implementing  regulations  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  18, 1980  (45  FR  62406). 
On  October  29, 1980,  DOT  issued  an  emergency  regula¬ 
tion  for  the  temporary  allocation  of  slots  at  WNA  for  the 
period  December  1, 1980  until  April  26, 1981,  because  of 
the  failure  of  the  schSuling  committee  to  come  to  an 
agreement  for  that  period.  The  emergency  regulation  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  November  3,  1980 
(45  FR  72637).  The  NPRM  for  a  long  term  solution  to  the 
slot  allocation  problem  was  issued  on  October  27,  1980 
(45  FR  71236).  A  public  hearing  was  held  on  February 
13,  1981,  and  the  comment  period  was  extended  until 
February  26, 1981  (46  FR  932,  January  5, 1981). 

- 

' 

a  CitaUon:  14  CFR  pi  93 . 

Nondiscrimination  on  the  Basis  of 
-Handicap. 

A.  Description:  The  Department’s  section  504  rule  is  one 
of  those  selected  for  priority  review.  In  addition,  a  May 
1981  Federal  Court- of  Appeals  decision  said  that  section 
504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973  did  not  audvorize 
the  Department’s  rule  as  it  affects  mass  transit.  The 
Department  published  an  interim  final  rule  charming  the 
transit  portion  of  the  rule  on  July  20,  1981  (46  FR  37488) 
to  conform  to  the  Court’s  decision.  Other  oarts  of  the  rule 
will  be  revised  in  light  of  the  decision  arid  as  part  of  the 
priority  review  of  the  regulation,  with  an  NPRM  to  be 
issued  proposing  any  S4>propriate  changes.. 

Robert  C.  Ashby, 

(202)  426-4723 

FR  (Interim 
Amendment) 
issued.  Action 
completed.  NPRM 
(comprehensive 
revision)  December 
1981. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  section  504  rule  is  a  controversial 
regulation  affecting  all  parts  of  DOT  as  well  as  many 
providers  and  users  of  DOT-funded  or  operated  pro¬ 
grams.  The  mass  transit  section  of  the  rule  is  controver¬ 
sial  and  changes  to  the  ruie  will  be  of  considerable 
interest  to  the  public. 
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AGENDA 

OST  Office  of  the  Secretary 

Significant  Regulations:  Major— Continued 

{Key  to  symbols:  *New  item,  t Analysis  or  review  being  considered  under  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  #Reguiation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  Agenda] 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation.  (Interim  amendment); 
Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  (NPRM  for  comprehensive 
revision). 

D.  Need:  These  regulatory  actions  are  r^cessary  in  order  to 
make  the  rule  consistent  with  the  Court’s  decision  and 
the  Administration's  regulatory  policy: 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended  (29  U.S.C.  794);  Section  16(a)  of  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1612(a));  section  165(b)  of  the  Federat-aid  High¬ 
way  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (23  U.S.C.  142  nt). 

F.  Chronology:  The  Final  Rule  establishing  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  section  504  regulations  was  published  May  31, 
1979  (44  FR  31442).  Interim  final  rule  published  Jifiy  20, 
1981  (46  FR  37488). 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  27 . . . 

OST  Office  of  the  Secretary 


Significant  Regulations:  Other 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Title  VI  Civil  Rights  Regulation . 

A.  Description:  The  proposed  regulations  would  assemble 

Robert  J.  Coates, 

Further  action  to  be 

in  one  package  all  DOT  procedures  and  requirements 
concerning  all  recipients  of  financial  assistance  under 
Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964  (42  U.S.C. 
2000d-4). 

B.  Why  Significant:  Substantial  public  interest  is  anticipat¬ 
ed  and  it  will  affect  all  of  the  DOT  elements  and  the 
administration  of  all  grant  programs. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  The  Department  has  an  existing  Title  VI  regulation 
dating  from  1970,  and  a  Title  VI  order  promulgated  by 
Secretary  Coleman  on  Jan.  19,  1977,  and  reaffirmed  by 
Secretary  Adams  in  March  of  that  year.  A  new  regulatory 
package  is  being  developed  to  replace  the  previous  layer¬ 
ing  of  regulations. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  2000d-4 . 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
January  19,  1981  (46  FR  5588).  Cc'^ment  period  closed 
April  20, 1981. 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  21 . . . 

(202)  426-4070 

determined. 

i 

Minority  Business  Enterprise  Pro¬ 
gram  (Direct  Contracting). 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  implement  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  DOT  Order  4000.7A  for  DOT  operating 
elements  to  take  afTirmative  action  to  assure  that  minority 
business  enterprises  participate  in  Departmental  procure¬ 
ment  programs. 

Robert  Ashby, 

(202)  426-4723 

To  be  withcfiawa 
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Title  Summary 


B.  Why  Significant:  Substantial  public  interest  is  anticipat¬ 
ed  given  the  proposed  action's  potential  impact  on  DOTs 
procurement  programs. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . . . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  the  provisions  of  the  DOT  Order 
4000.7A  by  providing  detailed  instructions  for  carrying  out 
the  affirmative  action  requirements  of  the  Order.  To  sup¬ 
plement  the  1978  amendments  to  the  Small  Business  Act  ' 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Executive  Order  11625;  Executive  Order 
12138;  45  U.S.C.  803  P.L  95-507. 

F.  Chronology  NPRM  was  published  on  May  17, 1979  (44 
FR  28928).  The  comment  period  dosed  on  July  16, 1979. 

The  Department  published  a  final  rule  concerning  its 
financial  assistance  programs  on  March  31,  1980  (45  FR 
21172).  The  Department  has  cortcluded  that  further  rule- 
makirjg  in  the  direct  oorttracting  field  is  unnecessary  at 
this  time,  and  intonds  to  withdraw  this  proposed  rule. 

Q.  CitatiorK  49  CFR  pL  23 . 

tRevlew:  Minority  Business  En-  A.  Description:  The  Department  is  reviewing  its  regulation  Robert  Ashby,  FR  (interim 

terprise  Program  (Financial  As-  establishing  a  minority  business  enterprise  (MBE)  pro-  (202)  426-4723  Amendment) 

sistance  Programs).  gram  in  its  financial  assistance  programs  (49  CFR  Part  issued.  Action 

'  23).  completed.  NPRM 

(Comprehensive 
Revision)  October 
1981. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulafon  has  been  contro¬ 
versial,  is  of  interest  to  most  DOT  grant  recipients  and 
contractors,  and  affects  the  operations  of  all  DOT  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  programs. 

C.  Analysis:  Reojlalory  Evaduation/Regdatory  Flexibility 
Araiysis  (for  NTOM). 

D.  Need:  As  part  of  the  Administration's  program  of  review¬ 
ing  regulations  that  are  cos^  or  controversial,  the  De¬ 
partment  has  decided  that  it  is  necess^  to  consider 
substantial  revisions  of  the  existing  rule.  The  aim  of  the 
revisions  would  be  to  reduce  regulatory  burdens  associat¬ 
ed  with  the  present  rule. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Tide  Vi  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964  (42 
U.S.C.  2000d);  Tide  23  of  the  U.S.C.;  49  U.S.C.  1730;  45 
U.S.C.  906;  49  U.S.C.  1615. 

F.  Chronology:  Rnal  Rule  published  March  31,  1980  (45 
FR  21172).  NPRM  to  make  Interim  amerxlment  to  this 
final  mle,  proposing  to  delete  two  controversial  provi¬ 
sions,  pending  revision  of  the  entire  rule,  published  March 
12,  1981  CM  FR  16282).  Comment  period  closed  March 
26, 1981.  Final  rule  for  interim  amendment  published  April 
27,  1981  (46  FR  16202).  Proposed  revision  of  entire  rule 
anticipated  October  1981. 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  23 . 

Financial  Assistance  to  Partid-  A.  Descripflon:  This  proposal  would  permit,  but  r)ot  require,  Sam  Podberesky,  Action  to  be 
pants  in  Rulemaking  Proceed-  each  atjency  of  the  Departmerd  to  fund  eligible  membere  (202)  426-4723  tarminated 

mgs  (Docket  No.  48).  of  the  public  for  the  reasonable  arxl  actual  costs  of 

preparir^  and  presendng  their  views  at  selected  agency 
rulemaking  proceedings. 


Earliest  expected 
dedsion  date 
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Summary  Contact 


B.  Why  Significant  This  issue  concerns  a  matter  on  which 
there  is  substantial  public  interest  and  controversy  and 
would  have  a  significant  impact  on  the  operating  adminis¬ 
trations  and  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  This  rule  would  substantially  increase  the  number 
of  active,  informed,  and  independent  participants  at  many 
rulemaking  proceedir^  within  the  Department,  thereby 

.  increasirra  the  diversity  and  balance  of  views  i^esented 
to  the  Department,  and  enhancing  the  Department’s 
knowledm  of  the  interests  likely  to  be  affected  by  its 
proposed  rules. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  The  Department’s  rulemaking  authority 
under  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 

1651  et  seq.,  and  related  statutes. 

F.  Chronology:  On  Jan.  13.  1977,  the  Department  pub- 

/  lished  regulations  for  a  one-year  demonstration  program 

to  provide  financial  assistance  to  certain  participants  in 
rulemaking  proceedings  of  NHTSA.  (42  FR  2863).  At  the 
same  time,  the  Department  issued  an  ANPRM,  inviting 
public  comments  on  the  feasibility,  wisdom,  and  scope  of 
a  permanent  Department-wide  program  of  financial  as¬ 
sistance.  Upon  conclusion  of  the  demonstration  program, 

NHTSA  evaluated  the  program  and  recommended  that 
the  Department  establish  an  amended  version  of  the 
program  throughout  the  Department  On  March  16, 1978, 
the  demonstration  program  in  NHTSA  was  exterxl^  until 
the  Secretary  decided  whether  to  issue  final,  permanent 
Departmental  regulations  (43  FR  10918).  On  January  23, 

1979,  the  regulation  governing  the  NHTSA  financial  as¬ 
sistance  demonstration  program  was  revised  to  improve 
its  administration.  The  Department  is  not  in  a  position  at 
this  time  to  proceed  with  the  issuance  of  an  NPRM  in 
view  of  the  action  taken  by  Congress,  on  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Fiscal  Year  1981  appropriations.  The  Dep^- 
ment’s  FY  1981  Apipropriations  Act  prohibits  the  funding 
of  public  participation  in  the  Departmental  rulemaking 
proceedings. 

Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  5 . .: . 

Public  Availability  of  Information .  A.  Description:  This  involves  a  revision  of  DOTs  Freedom  Rebecca  Lima  Dailey,  NPRM  Oc/obar  1981. 

of  Information  Act  regulations.  Specific  areas  to  be  re-  (202)  426-4542 

vised  may  include  the  fee  schedule  and  the  policy  on 
waivers  of  fees  for  public  interest  groups  and  the  press. 

B.  Why  Significant  Substantial  public  interest . 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . 

D.  Need:  Freedom  of  Information  Regulations  need  periodic 
revision  to  keep  current  with  changes  in  case  law,  policy, 
and  implementation  costs. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  5  U.S.C.  552  (Freedom  of  Information  Act).... 

F.  Chronology:  The  regulations  were  last  revised  in  1975. 

(40  FR  7915)  A  new  revision  is  currently  under  internal 
development 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  7... . . . 


Title 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 
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Nondiscrimination  in  Federally-As-  A.  Description:  The  proposed  regulation  would  set  forth  Robert  J.  C^tes,  Further  action  to  be 
sisted  Programs  of  the  Dmart-  requirements  and  procedures  for  ail  State  Departments  of  (202)  A2^4070  determined. 

ment  of  Transportation— State  Transportation  (DOTS)  equal  employment  opportunity 

Transportation  Agencies'  EEO  compliance  programs,  it  would  also'  consolidate  FHWA, 

Affirmative  Action  Programs.  FRA,  and  UMTA  responsibilities  in  this  area. 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  proposed  regulation  would  affect 
the  equal  opportunity  employment  programs  of  all  State 
transportation  agencies. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . . . . . 

D.  Need:  OST,  FHWA,  FRA.  and  UMTA  each  have  respon¬ 
sibility  for  implementing  the  equal  employment  opportuni¬ 
ty  programs  of  State  DOTs.  This  proposed  rule  would 
assure  full  coordination  among  these  d^artmental  ele¬ 
ments,  reduce  the  burden  on  the  recants,  simplify 
reporting  requirements,  and  eliminate  duplication  of  effort. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  22(a)  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway 
Act  of  1968,  as  amended;  SecSon  905  of  the  Railroad 
Revitalization  and  Rewlatory  Reform  Act  of  1976;  Sec¬ 
tion  19  of  the  Urban  butss  Transpoita&on  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended;  Section  504  of  the  RehablTitaSon  Act  of  1973. 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  regulation  has  been  forward¬ 
ed  to  EEOC  for  review  and  coordirmtion.  > 

G.  Citation:  23  U.S.C.  140(a),  45  U.S.C.  801,  49  U.S.C. 

1 61 5,  49  CFR  1 .48(c),  2.49(u),  1 .51  (a). 


OST  Office  of  ttie  Secretary 


Nonsignificant  Regulations 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Consolidation  of  Transportation 
Grants  to  U.S.  Terrftoiies. 

The  regulation  would  comply  with  Title  V  of  Pub.  L.  95-134, 
which  permits  departments  and  agencies  to  consolidate 
grarrt  programs,  reduce  reporting  requirements,  and  vraive 
local  matching  fund  requirements.  NPRM  was  published 
on  1/8/79  (44  FR  1765)  (49  CFR  pt.  29). 

Don  Ryan, 

(202)  426-9605 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Rulemaking  procedures . 

Amendments  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  regulations  on 
notice-and-comment  rulemaking.' (4$  CFR  pt  5). 

Sam  Podberesky, 

(202)  426-4723 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Nondiscrimination  on  the  Basis  of 
Age  in  DOT  Rnancial  Assist¬ 
ance  Prograrps. 

This  regulation  would  proNbit  age  discrimination  ^  recipi¬ 
ents  of  DOT  financial  asastanoe  programs.  NPF^  pub¬ 
lished  on  October  22, 1979  (44  FR  60946). 

Leslie  Baldwin, 

(202)  426-4388 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Part-time  Career  Employment 
Program. 

This  internal  order  would  convert  certain  fuH-fime  positions 
in  the  Department  to  permanent  part-time  positions,  in 
accordance  with  the  Federall  Empioyees'  Part-Time 
Career  Employment  Act  of  1978.  Comment  period  closed 
on  November  14,  1980  (45  FR  61074)  Internal  order,  in 
the  form  of  an  amendment  to  the  DOT  Personnel  Manual, 
published  August  1981. 

Norma  Phelps, 

(202)  426-0185 

Action  complete. 
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TWe 

t  Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

*Real  Property  Appraisal  and  Ap¬ 
praisal  Review  Regulation. 

This  regulation  would  prescribe  requiremertts  for  the  ap¬ 
praisal  of  property  to  be  acquired  pursuant  to  Title  M  of 
the  Uniform  Relocation  AssistarKa  atto  Real  Property 
Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970. 

Lynne  Adams- 
Whitaker, 
(202)426-^723 

NPRM  Early  1982. 

1  ’Award  of  Fees  and  Expenses  to 

Successful  Litigants. 

This  regulation  wotdd  provide  for  the  award  of  attorney  fees 
and  other  expenses  to  parties  who  prevail  over  the 
Federal  Government  in  certain  administrative  and  court 
proceedings  pursuant  to  the  Equal  Access  to  Justice  Act 
(49  CFR  pt  6): 

Lynne  Adams- 
Whitaker, 

(202)  426-4723 

FR  October  1981. 

\ 

.  ’Minority  Business  Enterprise 

This  regulation  would  change  the  definition  of  the  term 

Robert  C.  Ashby, 

FR  September  1981. 

Program  (Financial  Assistance). 

“Hispanic"  to  include  persons  of  European  hispanic 
origin.  (49  CFR  pi  23^ 

(202)  426-4723 

USCG 


U.S.  Coast  Guard 


Significant  Regulations:  Major 


Summary 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


tReview:  Proposed  Design  A.  Description:  This  action  would  erxxxnpass  two  regula-  LCDR  Spacfcman, 


Standards  for  Tank  Barges 
(Docket  No.  CXaD  75-083).  Up¬ 
grade  Existirra  Tank  Barae 
Construction  (Docket  No.  CGD 
75-083a). 


tory  projects  cerrtered  on  tank  barge  cotKtruction  stand¬ 
ards  which  resulted  from  Presidenfrai  initiatives  of  March 
17,  1977,  directing  study  of  the  tank  barge  pollution 
problem.  One  project  will  address  new  barge  construction 
while  the  other  wiM  pertain  to  existing  barges. 

B.  Wfw  SignHicairt:  Considered  signifrcant  due  to  substan¬ 
tial  Congressional  and  public  interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  AnMysis,  Environmentat 
Impact  Statement/Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  Increased  (wblic  awareness  of  the  oi  pollution 
problem,  as  wen  as  intemationei  and  domestic  interest  in 
this  area,  have  made  improved  design  standards  impor¬ 
tant  as  a  means  of  reducing  the  possibility  of  pollution. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  201,  86  Stat  427.  as  amended  (46 
U.S.C.  391a). 

F.  Chronology:  The  upgrade  of  tank  barge  construction 
standards  was  published  as  an  NPRM  m  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  24.  1971  (36  FR  24960).  As  a 
result  of  the  63  written  commertts  received,  it  was  decid¬ 
ed  that  the  standards  needed  to  be  studied  further, 
especially  as  they  would  apply  to  existing  barges. 

In  1974,  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Maritime  Administration 
performed  a  joint  study  of  the  tank  barge  poHution  prob¬ 
lem  which  found  that  certain  bonetruction  techniques 
might  provide  a  signilicant  advantage  for  eliminating  oil 
pollution  from  tank  barges.  However,  the  study  had  sever¬ 
al  weaknesses  arto  regulatory  action  was  not  taken. 


(202)  42&-4431; 
LCDR  Rock, 
(202)  426-2183 


Further  action  to  be 

determirred. 
Notice  of  intended 
future  action 
October  1981. 
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in  July  1977,  the  Coast  Guard  began  a  reexamination  of  the 
tank  barge  construction  standards.  It  was  determined  that 
new  barge  construction  should  be  treated  separately  from 
existing  barges.  An  ANPRM  concerning  impacts  related 
to  existing  barges  was  published  on  June  14,  1979  (44 
FR  3444(}).  An  NPRM  on  the  standards  for  new  construc¬ 
tion  was  published  on  June  14,  1979  (44  FR  34440). 
Public  hearings  were  held  on  August  2,  1979  (Washing¬ 
ton,  O.C.);  August  15,  1979  (Seattle);  August  23,  1979 
(New  Orleans);  September  5,  1979  (Washington,  D.C.); 
and  September  7,  1979  (St  Louis).  The  comment  period 
ended  September  30,  1979.  The  comment  period  was 
extended  to  December  1,  1979.  Supplemental  Notice 

Rjblished  March  13,  1980  (45  FR  16438)  announced  a 
ational  Academy  of  Sciences  (NAS)  study  which  was 
conducted  from  February  15,  1980  through  July  1981. 
Rulemaking  has  been  deferred  until  review  of  the  NAS 
study  is  completed. 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


Q.  Citation:  46  CFR  pts.  32-40 


Review:  Construction  and  Equip¬ 
ment;  Existing  Self-Propelled 
Vessels  Carrying  Bulk  Liquefied 
Gases  (Docket  No.  77-069). 


A.  Description:  Would  amend  regulations  for  existing  self-  LCDR  McGowan, 
propelled  vessels  that  carry  bulk  liquefied  gases  by  in-  (202)  426-2160 
eluding  the  substantive  requirements  for  the  “Code  for 
Existing  Ships  Carrying  Liquefied  Gases  in  Bulk”  adopted 
by  the  Intergovernmental  Maritime  Consultative  Organiza¬ 
tion  (IMCO).  These  amended  regulations  would  dso  in- 
aease  safety  levels  of  existing  ships  carrying  gas. 


NPRM  December 
1981. 


B.  Why  Significanfc  This  is  significant  because  it  involves  a 
large  number  of  existing  U.S.  and  foreign  flag  ships  which 
carry  liquefied  gas  and  because  it  is  the  subject  of 
substantial  public  interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  Increased  use  of  liquefied  gases  has  intensified 
the  problems  associated  with  this  product  Since  this 
product  has  unique  properties  and  dangers,  a  dedicated 
set  of  regulations  is  needed  to  address  them. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  R.S.  4417(a)  as  amended  by  section  5,  P.L 
95-474  (46  U.S.C.  391a);  See  6(d)(1),  80  Stat  937  (49 
U.S.C.  165S(b)(1)).  This  rulemaking  is  also  the  Port  and 
Tanker  Safety  Act  of  1978. 

F.  Chronology:  An  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  was  published  June  30,  1977  (42  FR  33353).  This 
action  was  taken  pursuant  to  the  Port  and  Tanker  Safety 
Act  of  1978. 


a  Citation:  46  CFR  pts.  31, 34,  38, 40,  54,  98, 154 


Damage  Stability  and  Flooding 
Protection  Standards  for  Great 
Lakes  Bulk  Dry  Cargo  Vessels 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-159). 


A.  Description:  Would  require  a  level  of  subdivision  for  new  Mr.  Granholm. 
ships  which  is  at  least  equivalent  to  that  required  for  (202)  426-2187 
Maritime  Administration  construction  loan  guarantees. 

Would  reduce  the  risk -of  catastrophic  sinking  and  in¬ 
crease  the  time  available  to  utilize  recently  improved 
survival  gear. 


B.  Why  Significanb  This  project  would  initiate  a  significant 
change  in  policy  which  differs  substantiaily  from  intema- 
tionaf  standards.  Adrfitionally,  it  could  re^  in  a  major 
price  irKrease  for  an  individual  industry. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis. 


NPRM  August  1982. 
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D.  Need:  Due  to  lack  of  sutxfivision  in  the  cargo  hold, 
catastrophic  sinkings  of  Great  Lakes  bulk  carriers  can 
occur  very  rapidly  and  with  little  or  no  warning,  thus 
precluding  the  use  of  survival  gear.  Unique  features  of 
Great  Lakes  geography  and  shi^ng  may  permit  applica¬ 
tion  of  unusual  alternatives  such  as  route  rnodifications  to 
increase  the  safety  of  existing  vessels. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  RS  4405  (46  U.S.C.  375);  R.S.  4417  (46 
U.S.C.  391);  R.S.  4462  (46  U.S.C.  416). 

F.  Chronology:  January  7. 1981,  work  plan  approved . 

G.  Citation:  46  CFR  Parts  45  arxf  93. . . 

USCG  -  U.S.  Coast  Guard 

Significant  Regulations:  Other 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

tReview:  Qualifications  of  the 
Person  in  Charge  of  Oil  Trans¬ 
fer  Operations,  Tankerman  Re¬ 
quirements  (Docket  No.  CGD 
79-116  and  79-1 16a). 

Review:  Pollution  Prevention, 
Vessels  and  Oil  Transfer  Facili- 

A.  Description:  Would  redefine  and  establish  qualifying 
criteria  for  certifying  individuals  engaged  in  the  carriage 
and  transfer  of  the  various  categories  of  dangerous  car¬ 
goes  in  bulk. 

B.  Why  Significant  Considered  significant  because  this  is 
the  result  of  a  Presidential  initiative. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation,  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  Inflationary  Impact  Statement/Regulatory 
Flexibifity  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  Most  pollution  incidents  are  the  result  of  persorv 
nel  error;  consequently,  the  miiwnum  qualifications  of 
persons  involved  in  handling  polluting  substances  should 
be  specified. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  86  StaL  427,  as  amerxled  (46  U.S.C.  391a); 

Sec.  6(b)(1),  80  Stat  937  (49  U.S.a  1655(bK1));  49  CFR 
1.46(n)(4).  -  , 

F.  Chronology:  Environmental  Analysis  and  Inflationary 
Impact  Statement  completed  February,  1977.  NPRM  pub¬ 
lished  April  25,  1977  (42  FR  21190).  Public  hearing  June, 
1977.  Exterrsive  comments  were  received  on  this  NPRM 
and  it  was  withdrawn  on  April  30,  1979.  NPRM  published 
December  1980  (45  FR  83268  and  45  FR  83290).  Public 
hearings  held  in  January  and  February  1981. 

Q.  Citation:  33  CFR  pL  155;  46  CFR  pta  12,  13,  30,  31, 
35,  70,  90,  98, 105,  151, 153,  and  157. 

A.  Description:  Would  reduce  accidental  or  intentional 
discharge  of  oil  or  oily  wastes  during  vessel  operations. 

CDR  Amet 
(202)  426-2251 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(20S)  755-1354 

FR  October  1982. 

NPRM  indefinite. 

Review:  Pollution  Prevention,  A.  Description:  Would  reduce  accidental  or  intentional 
Vessels  and  Oil  Transfer  Facili-  discharge  of  oil  or  oiiv  wastes  during  vessel  operations, 
ties  (Docket  No.  CGD  75-1 24a). 


NPRM  indefinite. 
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B.  Why  significant:  This  regulation  is  the  significant  part  of 
Docket  No.  CGD  75-124.  Substantive  changes  to  the 
NPRM  are  proposed  so  that  a  supplemental  NPRM  is 
needed.  It  is  considered  significant  due  to  opposition  from 
the  owners/operators  of  offshore  marine  service  vessels 
and  inland  waterways  vessels  to  the  oil-water  separator 
requirements  of  33  CFR  155.330.  Also,  considerable  ex¬ 
pense  may  be  incurred  by  the  towing  service  to  install 
separators  and  monitors  or  alarms,  if  alternative  meas¬ 
ures  are  not  used.  Without  these  sections,  the  remainder 
of  CGD  75-124  is  nonsignificant  and  was  published  as  a 
final  mle  on  January  31,  1980  (45  FR  7156).  The  Coast 
Guard  is  presently  attempting  to  determine  whether  a 
significant  number  of  small  entities  would  be  affected  by 
this  rulemaking;  a  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  may  be 
required. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation 


D.  Nes±  (1)  Necessity  to  reduce  the  number  of  oil  spiHs. 
(2)  Clarifioation  of  existing  rules.  (3)  Additionel  require¬ 
ment  for  on-water  separators  under  the  1973  International 
Convention  for  the  Prevention  of  Pollution  from  Ships. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  311(i)(1)  (C)  and  (D)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Corrtrol  AcL  as  amended  (33  U.S.C. 
1321(i)(1)  (C)  and  (D)). 


F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  June  27,  1977  (42  FR 
32670).  Supplemental  NPRM  published  October  27, 1977 
(42  FR  56625).  Public  hearings  held:  New  Orleans,  LA. 
11/22/77,  St  Louis,  MO.  11/30/77,  Wash.,  D.C.,  11/28/ 
77. 


^Review:  Licensing  of  Pilots 
(Docket  No.  CGD  77-084). 


G.  Citation:  33  CFR  155.330-155.410 . 

A.  Description:  This  proposal  would  require:  recency  of  Mr.  J.  Hartke, 
service  for  each  route  upon  which  a  pilot  is  authorized  to  (202)  755-8683 
serve;  licenses  to  be  issued  with  tonnage  limitations 
commensurate  with  pilot  experience;  and  consideration  of 
shiphandling  simulator  training  for  pilots  of  very  large 
vessels  including  Very  Large  Crude  Carriers  (VLCC). 


B.  Why  Significant  Considered  significant  because  there  is 
substantial  interest  among  marine  personnel  about  this 
matter  and  because  opposition  is  expected  from  Federal 
pilots.  f 


Supplemental  NPRM 
January  1982. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  Increased  ship  size  has  led  to  unusual  handling 
characteristics  with  which  some  pilots  may  not  be  famil¬ 
iar.  This  rule  will  allow  use  of  simulator  training  for  these 
kinds  of  vessels. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  46  U.S.C.  214,  224,  230,  233,  237;  49 
U.S.C.  1655(b)(1). 

F.  Chronology:  A  Regulatory  Analysis  and  Work  Plan  were 
completed  in  October  1978.  NPRM  published  November 
28,  1980  (45  FR  79258).  Public  hearings  were  held  in 
January  and  February -1981.  Revisions  to  the  NPRM  are 
planned  as  a  result  of  the  hearings. 

G.  Citation:  46  CFR  pt.  10 . 
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Tank  Vessel  Operations  Regula¬ 
tions,  Puget  Sound  (Docket  No. 
CGD  784141). 


A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  govern  the  operation  Mr.  Ziegfeld, 
of  tank  vessels  In  the  Puget  Sound  area  to  protect  (202)  755-5/ 
against  environmental  harm  resulting  from  vessel  or 
structure  damage,  destruction,  or  loss. 


FR  December  1961. 


B.  Why  Significanb  This  is  considered  a  significant  rule- 
making  due  to  Congressional  arxl  public  interest  In  addi¬ 
tion,  it  may  generate  controversy  among  the  public,  envi¬ 
ronmentalist  and  the  oil  industry. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation,  Environmental  impact 
Statement 

D.  Need:  To  reduce  the  possibility  of  environmental  harm 
resulting  from  oil  spills  m  Puget  Sound  by  governing  the 
operation  of  tankers  so  as  to  reduce  the  risk  of  collision 
or  grounding. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Port  and  Watenvays  Safety  Act  (33  U.S.C. 
1221). 

F.  Chronology:  Secretary  Adams  signed  a  180-day  Interim 
Rule  on  March  14, 1978,  prohibiting  entry  of  oil  tankers  in 
excess  of  125,000  Deadweight  Tons  in  Puget  Sound 
March  23, 1978  (43  FR  12257).  ANPRM  public  March 
27,  1978  (43  FR  12840)  with  public  hearing  held  April 
20-21,  1978.  NPRM  pubfehed  Aprfl  12,  1979  (44  FR 
21974).  Public  hearings  were  hekJ  in  Washington  State 
on  June  11-14,  1979.  The  interim  navigation  mle  will 
remain  in  effect  until  cancelled  (44  FR  36174).  'ihe  Puget 
Sound  rulemaking  has  been  broken  into  three  parts: 
78-041  Tank  Vessel  Operations,  78-041a  Puget  ^nd 
VTS  Service  Area,  and  78-041b,  Puget  Sound  vTS  Gen¬ 
eral  Rules.  78-041b,  the  General  Rules,  were  published 
as  a  final  nde  on  July  21, 1980  (45  FR  48822).  On  August 
11, 1980,  the  effective  date  was  deferred  until  October  1, 
1980,  and  a  correction  to  the  interim  final  rule  was 
published  August  11,  1980  (45  FR  53135).  An  editorial 
correction  to  the  August  11,  1980,  publication  was  pub¬ 
lished  November  10,  1960  (45  FR  74471).  The  Puget 
Sound  VTS  Service  Area  portion  (78-041a)  was  reclassi¬ 
fied  as  nonsignificant  and  future  issues  of  the  agenda  will 
list  it  in  the  nonsignificant  section.  A  supplemental  notice 
on  the  new  nonsignificant  portion  was  published  on  July 
21,  1980  (45  FR  48826).  The  Tank  Vessel  Operations 
(78-041)  portion  remains  significanL  A  supplemental 
NPRM  anrrouncing  tanker/tug  risk  analysis  tests  was 
published  on  July  21, 1980  (45  FR  48827). 

a  Citation:  33  CFR  pts.  160, 161 . 
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Vessel  Traffic  Service  (VTS),  Ber- 
vick  Bay,  La.  (Docket  73-186). 

Would  codify  certain  operating  procedures  now  being  done 
under  local  order.  (33  CFR  pt.  161). 

Ens  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-5116 

NPRM  Migust  1 981. ' 

VTS  Houston-Galveston,  Texas 
(Docket  No.  CGD  74-029). 

Would  make  mandatory  a  now  voluntary  vessel  traffic  sen/- 
'  ice.  NPRM  published  September  18, 1980  (45  FR  62158). 
(33  CFR  pt  161). 

Ens  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  September  1981. 

Review:  Revision  of  Electrical 
Regulations  (Docket  No.  CGD 
74-125). 

Would  generally  revise  and  update  the  electrical  regulations 
to  conform  to  latest  technology  and  to  include  steering 
requirements  for  vessels  other  than  tank  vessels.  This 
project  was  downgraded  from  significant  Supplemental 
NPRM  published  March  3, 1980  (45  FR  13982). 

LCDR  Mowery, 

(202)  426-2206 

FR  December  1981. 

Pilot  Ladders  and  Powered  Pilot 
Hoists  (Docket  No.  CGD 
74-140). 

Would  establish  new  regulations  for  pilot  hoists  and  revise 
regulations  for  pilot  ladders  and  chain  ladders.  NPRM 
publish^  July  23, 1979.  (44  FR  43016).  Publication  of  FR 
deferred  pending  evaluation  of  comments.  (46  CFR  pts. 
160, 163). 

Mr.  R.  Markle, 

(202)  426-1445 

FR  October  1981. 

Review:  Fixed  Fire  Extinguishing 
Systems  on  Uninspected  Ves¬ 
sels  (Docket  No.  CGD  74-284). 

Would  establish  standards  for  the  construction  and  installa¬ 
tion  of  Halon  1301  and  other  fixed  fire  extinguishing 

Mr.  K.  Wahle, 

(^2)  426-1444 

NPRM  October  1981. 

systems  as  optional  systems  for  compliance  with  existing 
regulations.  (46  CFR  162.029). 

Elevators  and  Dumbwaiters 

Would  adopt  the  1978  American  National  Standards  Insti- 

LTfig)  Cairns, 

Further  action  to  be 

(Docket  No.  CGD  75-001). 

tute  (ANSI)  code  with  certain  modifications  for  vessel 
construction.  NPRM  published  April  5,  1976  (41  FR 
14366).  (46  CFR  pt  58). 

C202)  426-2206 

determined. 

Opening  Signals  for  Drawbridges 
(Docket  No.  75-237). 

If  approved,  would  establish  uniform  signals  for  opening 
drawbridges.  NPRM  published  June  1,  1980  (45  FR 
43226)  (33  CFR  pt  117), 

Mr.  Teuton, 

(202)  426-1380 

FR  August  1981. 

tRevlew:  Stabilify  Standards  for 
Towing  and  Offshore  Vessel 
Hull  F^rms  (Docket  No.  CGD 
76-018). 

Would  establish  intact  stability  starxlards  for  both  towing 
and  free-route  modes  of  subject  vessels.  ANPRM  pub¬ 
lished  April  12, 1976  (41  FR  15349).  (46  CFR  pt.  42). 

Mr.  F,  Perrini, 

(202)  426-2187 

NPRM  February  1982. 

Review:  Subdivision  and  Stability 
of  Passenger  Vessels  (Docket 
No.  CGD  76-053). 

Proposes  more  flexible  regulations  by  allowing  aitemate 
compliance  with  Intergovernmental  Maritime  C^sultative 
Organization  as  an  altemative  to  existing  requirements. 
(46  CFR  pts.  73,  74). 

Mr.  J.  Howell, 

(202)  426-2187 

NPRM  August  1981. 

\ 

tPilotage  Requirements  (Docket 
No.  CGD  76-060). 

Would  clearly  delineate  when  and  in  what  areas  pilots  are 

CDR  McCowen, 

Further  action  to  be 

required.  (46  CFR  157.20-40). 

(202)  426-2240 

determined. 

Review:  Stability  Standards  for 
Hopper  Dredges  (Docket  No. 
CGD  76-080). 

Would  improve  capability  of  a  dredge  to  withstand  flooding 
caused  by  damage  to  hull  or  interior  piping.  NPRM  pub¬ 
lished  December  10,  1979  (44  FR  70791).  (46  CFR  pt 
93). 

Mr.  W.  aeary, 

(202)  426-2187 

FR  October- 1981.  1 

Cargo  Monitors  on  Tank  Vessels 
(Docket  No.  CGD  76-088b). 

Proposed  requirements  for  installation  and  use  of  cargo 

LCDR  Cool. 

Supplemental  NPRM 

monitors.  NPRM  published  June  27, 1977  (42  FR  32684). 
(33  CFR  pt  157). 

(202)  426-4431 

October  1981. 

Review:  Casualty  Reporting 
(Docket  No.  CGD  76-170). 

Would  update  the  regulation  by  changing  the  monetary  and 
other  damage  'criteria.  As  a  result  of  numerous  com¬ 
ments,  a  revised  NPRM  was  published.  NPRM  published 
October  19,  1978  (43  CFR  48982).  Correction  published 
October  23,  1978  (43  FR  49316).  NPRM  published  De¬ 
cember  3,  1979  (44  FR  69308).  Interim  final  rule  pub¬ 
lished  November  24, 1980  (45  FR  77439).  (46  CFR  4.05). 

Capt  Blomquist, 

(202)  42V1455 

FR  February  1982. 

Review:  Radar  Obsen/er  En¬ 
dorsement  for  Personnel 
(Docket  No.  CGD  76-1 93a). 

Would  require  specialized  training  in  use  of  radar  equip¬ 
ment  NPRM  published  November  6,  1980  (45  FR 
73716).  (48  CFR  Pt.  10). 

CDR  Amet 
(202)  426-2251 

FR  December  1981. 
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Review:  Shipboard  Fumigation 
Standards  (Docket  No.  CGD 
76-206). 

Proposed  operational  requirements  for  fumigation  proce¬ 
dures  on  vessels.  (46  CFR  pt  147a). 

Mr.J. 

McAnulty, 

(202)  426-1577 

NPRM  April  1982. 

Review:  Exemption  for  Cargo 
Vessels  in  Alaska  Serving 
Remote  Villages  (Docket  No. 
CGD  76-223). 

Would  allow  special  uses  for  specific  vessels  serving  in  the 
Alaskan  Trade.  (46  CFR  pts.  6,  30,  42,  43,  70,  90,  and 
151;  33  CFR  pt  1)  FR  published  9  March  1981  (46  FR 
15685). 

LT  Murray, 

(202)  426-2190 

Action  complete. 

Review:  Marine  Safety  Investiga¬ 
tions  (Docket  No.  CGD  77-018). 

Would  implement  investigation  authority  under  Ports  and 
Watenvays  Safety  Act  NPRM  published  January  25, 
1979  (44  FR  5368).  (33  CFR  pt  168). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

FR  January  1982. 

Damage  Stability,  Subch^ter 
“0”  Barges  (Docket  No.  CGD 
77-027). 

Would  apply  damage  stability  requirements  for  chemical 
vessels  to  ocean  chemical  barges.  (46  CFR  151.10-10). 

Mr.  F.  Penini, 

(202)  426-2187 

NPRM  February  1982 

Ocean  Durnping  Surveillance 
Equipment  Requirements,  (new 
Part)  (Docket  No.  CGD  77-029). 

Would  establish  equipment  requirements  to  conduct  surveil¬ 
lance  to  prevent  unlawful  dumping  of  material  into  ocean 
waters.  NPRM  published  December  13,  1979  (44  FR 
72188).  After  reviewing  the  comments  and  evaluating  the 
current  state  of  ocean  dumping,  the  Coast  Guard  has 
determined  that  this  proposal  would  be  too  expensive  for 
the  potential  benefits  to  be  expected.  For  this  reason,  the 
proposal  is  being  withdrawn.  (33  CFR  pL  158).  Withdrawn 
April  30.  1981  (46  FR  24213). 

LCDR  Voyik, 

(202)  755-7938 

Wdhdratim. 

Review:  Designation  of  Oceano¬ 
graphic  Vessels  (Docket  No. 
CGD  77-081). 

Would  establish  standard  procedures  for  designating  ocean¬ 
ographic  research  vessels  and  allow  their  exemption  frorn 
certain  manning  requirements.  NPRM  published  Decem¬ 
ber  22, 1980  (45  FR  84104).  (46  CFR  pL  188). 

CDR  McCowen, 

(202)  426-2240 

FR  December  1981. 

Vessel  Traffic  Service  (VTS)  New 
York,  N.Y.  (Docket  No.  CGD 
77-087). 

Establishes  regulations  for  vessel  traffic  service  in  New 
York  Harbor.  NPRM  published  February  16,  1978  (43  FR 
6906).  Final  Rule  published  August  2.  1979  (44  FR 
45381).  Effective  date  suspended  irKdefinitely  September 
24, 1979  (45  FR  50005)  (44  FR  2133).  (33  CFR  pt.  161). 

LT  Burnette, 

(202)  426-5716 

Effective  date  to  be 
established. 

Requirement  for  First  Purchaser 
List  Kept  by  Boat  Dealers 
(Docket  No.  CGD  77-115). 

Would  require  boat  dealers  to  assist  in  creating  a  list  of 
retail  purchasers  so  manufacturers  could  send  notice  to 
alert  of  safety  defects.  NPRM  published  December  29, 
1980  (45  FR  85475).  (33  CFR  pt  179). 

Mr.  Ellison, 

(202)  426-1065 

FurOter  action  to  be 
determined. 

tReview:  Waterfront  Facilities 
(Docket  No.  CGD  77-128). 

Would  revise  waterfront  facility  regulations  by  consolidating 
and  updating  mneral  regulations.  ANPRM  published  April 
10, 1978  (43  FR  15108).  (33  CFR  pts.  126-32). 

LCDR  Gregory. 

(202)  755-1354 

NPRM  March  1962. 

Review:  Amendments  to  Alterna¬ 
tive  Compliance  (Docket  No.' 
CGD  77-136). 

Would  provide  editorial  improvement  and  clarification  of 
existing  regulations.  NPRM  published  January  26,  1981 
(46  FR  8030).  (33  CFR  pt  81). 

Mr.  C.  Uana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  August  1981. 

Review:  Miscellaneous  Changes 
to  46  CFR  56  (Docket  No.  CGD 
77-140). 

Would  update  Title  46,  Subchapter  F— Marine  Engineering. 
(46  CFR  pt  56). 

LT(jg)  Jackson, 

(202)  426-2160 

NPRM  January  1982. 

^Review:  Acceptance  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Society  of  Mechanical  En¬ 
gineers  (ASME)  "U"  or  "DM" 
Ressure  Vessels  (Docket 
77-147). 

Would  accept  pressure  vessels  bearing  the  ASME  “U”  or 
“UM”  stamp  without  U.S.  Coast  Guard  inspection.  NPRM 
published  December  29,  1980  (45  FR  85488).  (46  CFR 
Part  54). 

Mr.  H.  Hime, 

(202)  426-2160 

FR  December  1981. 
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Revision  of  Navigation  Safety 
Regulations  (Docket  No.  CXaD 
77-196). 

This  docket  was  previously  titled  "Designation  of  Confined 
or  Congested  Waters."  33  CFR  Part  164  is  being  revised. 
This  revision  would  amend  existing  navigation  safety  reg¬ 
ulations  and  incorporate  changes  in  electronic  position 
fbdng  devices  and  electronic  relative  motion  analyzers, 
delete  refererices  to  confined  or  corraested  waters,  and 
resolve  certain  other  ambiguities.  (33  CFR  pt.  164). 

Mr.  T.  Fatvey, 

(202)  426-5116 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Lifesaving  Systems  for  Great 
Lakes  Vessels  (Docket  No. 
CGD  77-202). 

Would  amend  regulations  for  lifeboats  and  other  equipment 
to  improve  chances  of  personnel  survival  following  aban¬ 
donment  of  vessel.  This  project  has  been  redocketed  and 
will  appear  in  future  a^ndas  under  the  number  CGD 
77-202.  Redocketed  from  No.  CGD  75-033.  (46  CFR 
Subchapters  D,  H,  1,  T,  and  Q). 

Mr.  R.  Markle, 

(202)  426-1445 

NPRM  February  1982. 

Review:  Second  Class  Operator 
for  Towing  Vessels  (Docket  No. 
CGD  77-204). 

Would  allow  able  seaman  service  on  ocean  going  vessels 
to  be  credited  toward  second  class  towboat  license. 
NPRM  published  May  25,  1978.  (43  FR  22653).  (46  CFR 
pt  10). 

CDR  Struck, 

(202)  426-2240 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Halon  1301  Rre  Extin¬ 
guishing  Systems  for  Merchant 
Vessels  (Docket  No.  CGD 
77-232). 

Would  allow  Halon  1301  for  specific  types  of  installations. 
(46  CFR  164.035). 

Mr.  R.  Eberly, 

(202)  426-2197 

NPRM  August  1981. 

Navigation  Lights  for  Small  Ves¬ 
sel  (Docket  No.  CGD  77-233). 

Would  specify  approval  procedures  and  installation  require¬ 
ments  for  International  Rules  navigation  lights  for  small 
vessels.  NPRM  published  September  7,  1978  (43  FR 
39946).  Supplemental  NPRM  published  December  29, 
1980  (45  FR  85468).  (33  CFR  pt  89). 

Mr.  L  Gray, 

(202)  426-4027 

FR  September  1981. 

Officers  on  Uninspected  Vessels 
(Docket  No.  CGD  78-027). 

The  amendment  would  clarify  46  CFR  157.30-10  regarding 
the  number  of  deck  officers  and  engineers  to  be  on 
board  uninspected  vessels.  NPRM  published  October  27, 
1980  (45  FR  70920).  FR  pMish^ 21  May  1981  (46  FR 
27654). 

CDR  McCowen, 

(202)  426-2240 

Action  complete. 

Hazardous  Substances,  Pollution 
Prevention  for  Vessels  and 
Marine  Transfer  Facili^ 
(Docket  No.  CGD  78-032). 

Would  establish  regulations  to  prevent  pollution  from  haz¬ 
ardous  substances  from  vessels  and  marine  transfer  facil¬ 
ities.  Incorporated  into  project  CGD  77-128  (33  CFR  pts. 
154, 155  and  156). 

LT  Batch, 

(202)  426-9578 

Withdrawn. 

tUquefied  Natural  Gas  Waterfront 
Facility  (Docket  No.  CGD 
78-038). 

Would  establish  LNG  Waterfront  Facility  Safety  Regulations 
in  accordance  with  Memorandum  of  Understanding  be¬ 
tween  USCG  and  Materials  Transportation  Bureau,  FiSPA. 
ANPRM  published  August  3,  1978  (43  FR  34362).  Will 
merge  with  CGD  77-128.  Supplemental  ANPRM  pub¬ 
lished  March  8, 1979  (44  FR  12693).  (33  CFR  pt  126). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

NPRM  March  1982. 

Vessel  Traffic  Service  (VTSL 
Puget  Sound  (Docket  No.  CGD 
78-041 a). 

Would  establish  requirements  for  a  Vessel  Traffic  Service  in 
the  Puget  Sound  area.  This  rulemaking  was  separated 
from  Docket  No.  CGD  78-041  which  appears  earlier  in 
this  Agenda  as  a  significant  rulemaking.  Published  De¬ 
cember  22,  1980  (45  FR  80457);  originally  scheduled  to 
go  into  effect  February  1,  1981.  Effective  date  delayed 
March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for  review  under  E.O. 
12291. 

Mr.  Ziegfeld, 

(202)  426-5116 

Action  complete. 

Review:  St  Mary’s  River,  Vessel 
Traffic  Service  (Docket  No. 
CGD  78-079). 

r 

Would  revise  and  restate  existing  anchorage  and  navigation 
regulations  for  St  Mary’s  River,  re-promulgating  them 
under  the  authority  of  me  Ports  and  Waterways  Safety 
Act  NPRM  published  January  5,  1981  (46  FR  946). 
Comment  period  extended  on  February  19,  to  May  15, 
1981  (46  FR  12987).  (33  CFR  pt  161). 

Mr.  E.  LaRue, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  August  1981. 
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Notification  of  Marine  Casualties 
(Docket  No.  CGO  78-098). 

if  approved,  would  require  vessels  within  a  certain  distance 
of  United  States  coasts  to  notify  the  Coast  (luard  of 
certain  casualties.  Further  action  on  this  project  depends 
on  the  outcome  of  a  study  suggested  in  response  to  the 
ANPRM.  ANPRM  published  Af^  16. 1979  (44  FR  22476). 
(33  CFR  pt.  124  transferred  to  161). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

To  be  malhdramrt 

Aluminum  Hatch  Covers  Abood 
Tank  Ships  (Docket  No.  CGD 
78-121). 

Would  prohibit  akimmum  hatch  covers  on  tank  ships,  be¬ 
cause  they  can  melt  down  in  ship-board  fires.  NPRM 
published  October  27,  1980  (45  70918).  (46  CFR 

32.60-1). 

Mr.  R.  Eberly. 

(202)  426-2197 

Further  acbon  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Bulk  Chemical  Tanker 
Update  (Docket  No.  (XaD 
78-128). 

Would  update  and  revise  standards  for  self-propelled  ves¬ 
sels  carrying  hazardous  Iquid.  (46  CFR  pt  153).  NPRM 
published  July  17, 1980  (45  FR  48058). 

LT  Gormanson, 

(202)  426-1217 

FR  December  1961. 

Inland  Waters  Navigation  Regula¬ 
tions— Waters  Connecting  Lake 
Huron  and  Lake  Erie  (Docket 
No.  CX30  78-151). 

Would  modernize  existing  regulations.  (33  CFR  pt  162).. 

Mr.  LaRue, 

(202)  42&-5rrd 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Review:  Mandatory  Marking  of 
Obstructions  (Docket  No.  CGD 
78-156). 

Would  clarify  and  consolidate  the  requirements  for  marking 
of  obstructions.  (33  CFR  pt.  64). 

LT  Johnson, 

(202)  426-1974 

Furdter  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Private  Aids  to  Naviga¬ 
tion  and  State  Aids  to  Naviga¬ 
tion  (Docket  No.  CGD  78-157). 

Would  codify  and  clarify  the  aids  to  navigation  reactions 
concerning  State  and  private  aids  to  navigatioa  (33  CFR 
pt66). 

LT  Johnsort 
(202)  426-1974 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Mandatory  Markings  for 
Artificial  Islands,  Installations, 
and  other  Devices  (Docket  No. 
CGD  78-158). 

Would  revise  the  marking  regulatiorts  to  bring  them  into 
agreement  with  the  latest  procedures.  (33  CFR  pt  67). 

LT  Johnson, 

(202)  426-1974 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Aids  to  Navigation- 
General  Interference  with. 
Damages  to  and  Charges  for 
Aids  to  Navigation  (Docket  No. 
CGD  78-159). 

Would  codify,  revise  and  clarify  the  existing  regulations.  (33 
CFR  pts.  60,  62,  66.  70.  74.  and  76). 

LT  Johnson, 

(202)  426-1974 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  General  Revision  to 
Subchapter  N  (Docket  No. 
CGD  78-160). 

Proposed  general  revisions  to  Subchapter  N,  Artificial  Is¬ 
lands  and  Fixed  Structures  on  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf.  Revisiorw  to  mdude  changes  made  neoesswy  by 
new  legislation  and  the  Coast  Guard  Commercial  Diving 
Rules.  NPRM  published  May  1,  1980  (45  FR  29072).  (33. 
CFR  pt  140). 

LT  Cashman. 

(20^  472-5160 

FR  September  1981. 

Review:  Termination  of  Wind¬ 
surfer  Exemption  (Docket  No. 
CGD  78-163). 

Would  determine  whether  to  continue  an  exemption  that 
allows  operators  of  windsurfer  boats  to  not  carry  personal 
flotation  devices.  ANPRM  published  March  29,  1979. 

'  NPRM  published  July  17. 1980  (45  FR  47676).  (33  FR  pi 
175). 

Mr.  Franseen, 

(202)  A2&-1080 

To  be  eithdrawn. 

Approval  of  Inflatable  Personal 
Rotation  Devices  (PFDs) 
(Docket  Na  CGO  78-174). 

Would  establish  performance  standards  for  inflatable  PFDs 
and  procedures  for  granting  product  approval  to  these 
devices.  ANPRM  published  March  1^  1979.  (46  CFR  pi 
160). 

LT  Weiss. 

(202)  426-1444 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Offshore  Oil  Lightering  (Docket 
No.  CGD  78-180). 

Would  establish  requirements  for  vassal  to  vessel  transfers 
of  oH  or  hazardous  materials  if  the  cargo  is  bound  for  a 
U.S.  port  NPRM  published  May  31.  19^  (44  FR  31486). 
(33CFRpt  156). 

LCDR  Hendrickson, 
(202)  426-9578 

Supptomamal  NPRM 
September 
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Review:  Amendment  to  Hull 
Identification  Recprements 

(Docket  No.  CGD  79-013). 

Would  further  delineate  responsibility  for  marking  boats  with 
a  hull  identification  number.  Would  require  a  second 
number  inside  the  boat  to  aid  in  identification  of  stolen 
boats.  NPRM  publish^  December  29,  1980  (45  FR 
85476).  (33  CFR  pt  181). 

Mr.  Ellison, 

(202)  426-1065 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Stability  Subchapter 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-023). 

Would  bring  together  an  the  existing  stability  regulations  and 
kJentifiaole  past  practices  irrto  a  single  subchapter  includ¬ 
ing  a  part  pertaining  to  the  carriage  of  passengers  and 
separate  parts  pertaining  to  cargoes,  vessel  use,  and 
special  types. 

LCDR  Feeney, 

(202)  420-2167 

NPRM  April  1982. 

Port  end  Tanker  Safety  Act  Dele¬ 
gations  Under  Section  9.  Ports 
and  Waterways  Safety  Act 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-026). 

Would  delegate  to  Captains  of  the  Port  authority  and  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  prohibit  vessel  operations  and  cargo  trans¬ 
fers  which  may  be  unsafe.  (33  CFR  pt  160).  NPRM 
published  December  3, 1979  (44  FR  69306).  (33  CFR  pt 
160).  Supplements^  NPRM  published  June  11,  1981  (46 
FR3083S). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

FRJune  1962. 

installation,  Maintenance  and  in¬ 
spection  of  Pilot  Accommoda¬ 
tion  and  Chain  Ladders,  and 
Powered  Pilot  Hoists  (Docket 
No.  CGD  79-032). 

Would  establish  inspection  procedures  and  timetables  tor 
embarkation  apparatus. 

LT  Murray, 

(202)  420-2163 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Limited  Access  Areas  (Docket 
No.  CGD  79-034). 

Would  realign  Hmited  access  area  regulations  in  33  CFR. 
(33  CFR  pts.  125, 127, 128,  and  165). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

FR  October  1981. 

Steering  Gear,  Drills  and  Tests 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-038). 

Would  rerMra  all  inspected  vessels  over  100  gross  tons 
and  for^n  vessels  over  1600  gross  tons  to  have  written 
procedures  for  loss  of  steering  control,  and  to  conduct 
log  emergerwy  steerirtg  drills.  Docket  No.  CGD  79-038a 
incorporates  changes  to  Title  46  CFR  and  CGD  79-038b 
incorporates  chan^  to  Title  33  CFR. 

Mr.  Fatvey,  ^ 

(202)  420-4956 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Crane  Operator  Qualifications  and 
Standards-  for  Offshore  Crane 
Design  Inspection,  Testing  and 
Operation  (Docket  No.  ^D 
79-059). 

Would  develop  required  qualifications  for  crane  operators 
employed  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  and  standards 
for  crane  design,  inspection,  and  testing.  ANPRM  pub¬ 
lished  January  10,  1980  (45  FR  2052).  &3  CFR  pL  146 
and  46  CFR  pL  92). 

Mr.  R.  Barr, 

(202)  472-5160 

NPRM  November 
1981. 

tMarine  Personnel  Safety  Stand¬ 
ards  (Docket  No.  CGD  79-065). 

Would  develop  a  new  Subchapter  prescribing  general  per¬ 
sonnel  safety  standards  for  irrspection  vessels  and  off¬ 
shore  facilities.  (Subchapter  V). 

LTGoki, 

(202)  426-2183 

LT  F.  Whipple, 

(202)  426-5160 

NPRM  December 
1981. 

Stowage  of  Lifeboats  and  Life- 
rafts  (Docket  No.  CGD  79-072). 

Would  amend  various  subchapters  to  require  inspected 
vessels  under  1600  gross  tons  on  coastwise  voyage  and 
having  widely  separated  accommodation  or  working 
spaces,  to  carry  inflatable  Hferafts  in  those  areas  capable 
of  accommodating  SO  percent  of  the  people  on  board. 
NPRM  published  December  3,  1979  (44  FR  69311). 
Supplemental  NPRM  published  May  27,  1980  (45  FR 
35366).  Rule  published  May  26,  1^1  (46  FR  28167). 

CDR  J.  DeLeonardis, 
(202)  426-2183 

Action  complete. 

tPersonnel  Job  Safety  Require¬ 
ments  for  Fixed  Installations  on 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-077). 

This  regulation  would  develop  personnel  safety  and  health 
requirements  for  artificial  island,  fixed  installations  and 
other  devices  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  (33  CFR 
Subchapter  No.  46  CFR  Sitochapter  1A  and  V.)  Notice  of 
meeting  ptAHshed  March  5.  1981  (46  FR  15402).  Correc¬ 
tion  putmhad  March  19,  1981  (46  FR  17702). 

LT  Cashman, 

(202)  471-5150 

NPRM  1982. 

Veseel  Personnel  Licensing  and 
Certification  Standards  cs  For¬ 
eign  Countries  (Docket  Na 
CGD  79-081 (a)). 

Establishes  procedures  for  verification  of  training,  qualifica¬ 
tion  and  watchkeeping  standards  of  personnol  serving  on 
foreign  tank  veesels.  Interfm  FR  Published  April  7,  1960 
(45  FR  23425). 

CDR  D.  Struck, 

(202)  426-2240 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Federal  Refflster  /  Vol.  46,  No.  190  /  Thursday,  October  1. 1961  /  Proposed  Rules 


48441 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  SEMI-ANNUAL  REGULATIONS  AGENDA  AND  REVIEW  LIST 

AGENDA 

USCG  ^  Coast  Guard 

Nonsignificant  Regulations— Continued 


|Key  to  symbols;  *New  Item.  fAnalym  or  review  being  considered  under  Regulatory  Rexft>Hity  Act  GRegulation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Jtatics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  Agenda] 


Title 

Summary 

Cor4act 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Foreign  Tank  Vessel  Mannirn 
Levels  (Docket  No.  CXaD 
79-081  (b)). 

Would  establisih  minimum  manning  levels  for  foreign  tank 
vessels  while  operating  on  U.S.  navigable  waters.  NPRM 
published  November  17. 1960  (45  FR  75712). 

CDR  D.  Struck, 

(202)  426-2240 

FR  February  1962. 

Amendment  to  Application  of 
Vessel  Numbers  (Docket  No. 
79-087). 

Shipment  of  Bulk  Hazardous 
Waste  by  Water  (Docket  No. 
C(jD  79-095). 

Would  delete  date  of  birth  and  citizenship  data  from  appli¬ 
cation  for  vessel  number.  NPRM  pubnshed  August  21, 
1980.  (45  FR  55768).  (33  CFR  pL  174). 

Mr.  Dewees, 

(202)  426>4176 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Would  establish  requirements  for  tran»ortatK>n  of  bulk 
hazardous  wastes.  NPRM  pubHshed  October  14,  1980 
(45  FR  67708). 

Mr.  R.  M.  Query, 

(202)  426-1217 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

U.S.  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-105). 

Would  update  the  administrative  regulations  pertaining  to 
the  Coast  Guard  reserve. 

Mr.  Cotter, 

(202)  426-2348 

FR  December  1961. 

Inland  Waterways  Navigation 
Thimble  Shoals  (Docket  No. 
CGD  79-120). 

Would  make  two  existing  regulations  corrsistenL  (33  CFR 
pts.  128  and  162).  NmM  published  June  4.  1981  (46  FR 
29904). 

ENS  Le  Blanc, 

(202)  426-5/ /d 

FRJuly  1961. 

Applications  for  Exemptions  for 
SBT,  CBT  or  COW.  for  Existing 
Vessels  in  Specific  Trades 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-126). 

Woukl  establish  procedures  for  exemption  from  Segregated 
Ballast  (SBT),  Clean  Ballast  (CBT),  or  Crude  Oil  Washing 
(COW),  for  exisfrng  vessels  in  specific  trades.  NPRM 
puMshed  May  22,  1980  (45  FR  34306).  FR  published 
January  15,  1981  (46  FR  3510):  ori^a^  scheduled  to 
go  into  effect  on  February^  1981.  Effective  date  delved 
until  March  31, 1961  (46  FR  10706)  for  review  under  E.O. 
12291. 

LCDR  A.  Spackman, 
(202)  426-4431 

Acdon  complete.  ' 

Joint  U.S.-Canada  Vessel  Traffic 
Management  regulations  for 
the  Pacific  region  (Docket  No. 
CGD  79-131). 

Would  implement  the  provisions  of  an  Agreement  for  a 
Cooperative  Vessel  traffic  Management  system  for  the 
Pacifrc  Region.  (33  CFR  pt  161). 

Mr.  A.  Whittert. 

(20^  426-5/ /« 

NPRM  August  1981. 

Shipbotsd  Noise  Abatement 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-134). 

Would  develop  noise  abatement  standards  (noise  levels, 
hearing  conservation  program,  etc.)  for  irrsp^ed  vessels 
over  100  gross  tons.  (WilT be  included  in  subchapter  V). 

LT  Murray, 

(202)  426-2183  ' 

NPRM  OOtoOer  1961. 

Start-in-Gear  Protection  (Docket 
No.  CGD  79-137). 

1 

1 

Would  estabIMi  a  requiremerfr  for  manufacturers  of  out¬ 
board  engines  producing  more  than  115  pounds  of  thrust 
to  have  a  feature  that  would  prevent  ttre  engirre  from 
beira  started  while  the  transmission  was  in  gear.  NPRM 
pubikred  March  24,  1960  (45  FR  16987);  comment  cfrje 
July  24,  1960.  FR  puMshed  Jariuary  15,  1961  (46  FR 
3514);  scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on  August  1,  1962, 
subject  to  review  under  EO.  12291  (33  CFR  181  and 
183). 

Mr.  L  Qray, 

(202)  426-4027 

Undergoing  Executive 
Order  1^91 
review. 

Review:  Inland  Waterways  Navi¬ 
gation  Great  Lakes  (Docket  No. 
CGD  79-151). 

Would  update  existing  regulations  in  33  CFR  pL  162,  NPRM 
published  August  25,  1980  (45  FR  56365).  FR  published 
January  26,  1981  (46  FR  7959);  originally  scheduled  to 
go  into  effect  on  February  25,  1981.  Effective  date  de¬ 
layed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  107t)6)  for  review 
under  E.0. 12291.  Decision  made  to  allow  mle  to  go  into 
effect. 

ENS  Le  Blanc, 

(202)  426-5/ /5 

N 

Action  corryrlete. 

Review:  Load  Line  Equivalent 
Regulations  (Docket  No.  CGD 
79-153). 

Would  rearrange  existing  regulations  in  46  CFR  42,  Load 
Line,  to  comply  with  International  Maritime  Consultative 
Organization  Resolution  A.320(IX). 

Mr.  W.  deary, 

(202)  426-2187 

NPRM  OcfOter  1981. 

Deepwater  Port  Liability  Fund  Re¬ 
quirements.  (Docket  No.  CGD 
79-158). 

Would  implement  provisions  of  the  Deepwater  Pott  Act  of 
1974  to  establish  and  administer  liability  limits  and  com¬ 
pensation  relative  to  accidental  oil  spills  at  deep  water 
port  sites.  (33  CFR  pts.  137.150).  NPRM  published  Octo¬ 
ber  2, 1 980  (45  FR  6770^. 

Mr.  F.  Martin, 

(202)  472-5052 

FR  September  1981. 
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Review:  Tank  Stop  Valves 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-159). 

Would  amend  the  regulations  for  tank  stop  valves  to  make 
them  applicable  to  sluice  gates  and  sluice  valves  as  well 
as  piping  systems.  ANPRM  pubUshed  16  April  1981  (46 
FR220). 

LCDR  Mowery, 

(202)  426-2160 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Modification  to  Line  Throwing 
Device  Requirements  (Docket 
No.  CGD  79-160). 

Would  modify  the  regulation  requiring  a  linethrowing  device 
only  in  cargo  vessels  over  500  gross  tons  and  passerraer 
vessels  on  international  voyages.  NPRM  published  De¬ 
cember  11. 1980  (45  FR  81616). 

LT  Gokt, 

(202)  426-2183 

FR  December  1981. 

*Use  of  Dangerous  Articles  as 
Ship's  Stores  (Docket  No.  CGD 
79-166). 

Would  establish  acceptance,  handling,  and  use  of  danger¬ 
ous  articles  as  products  approved  for  use  on  board 
vessels.  (46  CFR  pt  147). 

Mr.  J.  McAnulty, 

(202)  426-1577 

ANPRM  February 

1982. 

Review:  Painters  for  Life  Floats 
and  Buoyant  Apparatus 

(Docket  No.  CGD  79-167). 

Would  require  life  floats  and  buoyant  apparatus  to  have 
painters  that  are  secured  to  the  vessel. 

Mr.  R.  Markle. 

(202)  426-1444 

Janueuy  1982. 

Launching  Devices  for  Liferafts 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-168). 

Proposed  specification  for  approval  of  devices  used  for 
launcMng  inflatable  Kferafts.  (46  CFR  pts.  160  and  163). 

tTOg)  GIrton, 

(202)  426-1445 

NPRM  December 

1981. 

Review:  License  in  Temporary 
Grades  (Docket  No.  CGD 
79-173). 

Would  provide  for  licensee  in  temporary  grades  or  special 
endorsements  or  Mcenees  to  permit  temporary  service. 
NPRM  published  August  18. 1980  (45  FR  54776). 

CDR  D.  Struck, 

(202)  426-2240 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Disclosure  of  Safety  Staruiards 
aruJ  Country  of  Registry 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-180). 

Would  update  46  CFR  80.10  in  compliance  with  46  U.S.C. 
362(b). 

CDR  DeLeonard, 

(202)  426-2183 

NPRM  September 

1981. 

fShipboard  Asbestos  Standards 
(Docket  No.  CGD  79-181). 

Would  develop  safety  starvlards  threshold  values,  etc.,  for 
use  of  asbestos  on  inspected  vessels.  (Will  be  included  in 
Subchapter  V). 

LTFust 
(202)  426-2183 

NPRM  (October  1981. 

Update  of  Subchapter  0  Cargo 
Ust  (Docket  No.  CGD  80-001). 

Would  update  the  subchapter  0  cargo  table  in  46  CFR 
151.05.  NPRM  published  July  3. 1980  (45  FR  45327). 

Mr.  J.  Jakabcin, 

(202)  426-6260 

FR  August  1981. 

*Tank  Vessels,  Corrections  and 
Clarifications  to  Title  33  CFR 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-09). 

Would  eliminate  conflicting  requirements  in  Titles  46  and  33 
CFR  for  minimum  bolts  per  flange  on  transfer  connec¬ 
tions,  fixed  piping.  In  addition  it  would  eliminate  confusion 
in  tank  bar^  security  arxl  smoking  regulations. 

LT  Murray, 

(202)  426-2183 

NPRM  August  1981. 

Prince  William  Sound  VTS 
Amendment  (Docket  No.  CGD 
80-010). 

Updates  Prince  William  Sound  Vessel  Traffic  System  regu¬ 
lations.  NPRM  published  December  29,  1980  (45  FR 
85471).  (33  CFR  pt  161).  Final  rule  published  July  2. 
1981  (46  FR  34579). 

Mr.  E.  LaRue, 

(202)  426-5116 

Action  complete. 

•Emergency  Position  Indicating 
Radiobeacons  (EPIRB)  (Docket 
No.  80-24). 

Would  require  use  of  EPIRB’s  on  vessels  operating  on  the 
Great  Lakes. 

Mr.  Markle, 

(202)  426-1444 

UPm  August  ^Q6^. 

•Review:  Coast  Guard  Claims 
regulations  (Docket  No.  CGD 
80-33). 

This  proposal  would  update  the  regulations  pertaining  to 
claims  made  against  the  Coast  Guard.  (33  CFR  pt  25). 

LCDR  Bissell. 

(202)  426-2245 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Valve  Inspection  for  Thermal 
Fluid  Heaters  (Docket  No. 
80-64). 

Would  clarify  the  Inspection  standards  for  valves  on  thermal 
heaters. 

LT(jg)  Strasser, 

(202)  426-2183 

NPRM  September 

1981. 

Carriage  of  Liquefied  Gases 
(Docket  No.  80-65). 

Would  reconcile  the  existing  regulations  with  the  IMCO 
(International  Maritime  Consultative  Organization)  Gas 
Code  (46  CFR  38.05). 

LT  P.  Wieczynski, 

(202)  426-1217 

NPRM  January  1982 

Regulated  Navigation  Area.  Tom¬ 
linson  Bridge,  New  Haven, 
Conn.  (Docket  No.  CGD 
80-069). 

Would  include  a  portion  of  the  waters  of  New  Haven  Harbor 
around  the  Tomlinson  Bridge  as  a  Regulated  Navigation 
Area.  NPRM  published  June  16. 1980  (45  FR  40621).  (33 
CFR  pt  128). 

LCDR  Gregory, 

(202)  755-1354 

October  1981. 
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Loran  C  Position  Transmittira 
System  (Docket  No.  CGD 
80-093). 

Would  require  an  automatic  position  transmitting  capability 
of  deep  draft  ships  approaching  Hinchen  Brook  Entrance 
and  in  the  lower  portion  of  Prince  William  Sound,  Alaska. 
(33  CFR  pt  161). 

Mr.  A.  WNtton, 

(202)  426-4956 

NPRM  Augusf  1961. 

Mooring  and  Reeting  of  Tows  on 
Snake  Island.  Texas  (Docket 
No.  80-094). 

Would  prohibit  the  mooring  and  fleeting  of  tows  on  Snake 
Islemd,  Texas.  (33  CFR  128).  NPRM  published  July  13, 
Wei  (46  FR  35941). 

ENS  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  November  1961. 

San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  Restricted 
Seaplane  Landing  Area  (Docket 
No.  80-095). 

Would  redefine  the  restricted  seaplane  landing  area  in  San 
Juan  Harbor,  Puerto  Rico.  NPRM  published  December 
11,  1980  (45  FR  81607).  (33  CFR  pL  162).  Fm!  nJe 
pubashedM^21.  1981  (46  FR  27644). 

ENS  Leblanc, 

(202)  426-4956 

Acbon  complete 

COLREGS  Demarcation  Line, 
Chesapeake  Bay.  VA.  (Docket 
No.  CGD  80-096). 

Would  relocate  the  Collision  Avoidance  Regulations  (COL¬ 
REGS)  Demarcation  line  at  the  entrance  to  Chesapeake 
Bay  to  less  congested  waters.  (33  CFR  pL  82).  NPRM 
published  Decen%er  18, 1980  (45  FR  83267).  vmckawn 
June  25.  1981  (46  FR  32886). 

ENS  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-4958 

l/VHhdrawn. 

\ 

Documentation  of  Vessels 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-107). 

Would  revise  46  CFR  parts  66  and  67  to  implement  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  96-594.  Pmject  number  CGD 
60-108  has  been  Incorporated  Into  tNs  project. 

Mr.  P.  CamiHa, 

(202)  426-1492 

NPRM  November 
1981. 

Qualifying  Corporations  as  U.S. 
Citizens  for  Documentation  Pur¬ 
poses  under  46  U.S.C.  883-1 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-108). 

Would  consolidate  and  revise  existing  regulations  dealing 
with  corporate  citizenship  into  a  separate  subpart  of  Title 
46  CFR  pL  67.  ConsolidaM  into  CGD  80-107. 

LT  M.  Drazal, 

(202)  426-1492 

Action  complete 

Inflatable  Liferaft  Stability  (Docket 
No.  CGD  80-113). 

Would  provide  specific  rules  for  function,  size,  and  place¬ 
ment  of  stability  appendages.  ANPRM  pubk^^ed  June  29, 
1981  (46  FR  33341). 

Mr.  M.  Daniels, 

(202)  426-1445 

NRPRM  November 
1981. 

Lights  for  barges  at  bank  or  dock 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-115). 

Would  delete  the  Hst  of  lighting  exemptions  for  barges 
moored  at  certain  banks  or  docks  as  now  listed  in  33 
CFR  pL  95  and  authorize  Captains  of  the  Port  to  author¬ 
ize  or  deny  lighting  exemption  requests.  NPRM  published 
May  18.  1981  (48  FR  27128).  ^  pubHshed  August  13. 
1981  (46  FR  40873)  (33aTlpt  55/ 

ENS  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-5116 

Action  conv^ete. 

Portable  Deadlights  on  Great 
Lakes  Vessels  (Docket  No. 
CGD  80-116). 

Would  permit  inside  portable  deadlights  on  deckhouse  and 
companion  way  doors  as  alternatives  to  hinged  inside 
deadlights. 

Mr.  F.  Thompson, 

(202)  426-2174 

April  1982 

Proposed  Changes  to  Puget 
Sound  VTS  Rules  (Docket  No. 
CGD  80-119). 

Would  solicit  public  comment  on  determining  appropriate 
means  to  reduce  conflicts  between  various  areas  of 
Puget  Sound  and  adjacent  waterways  (33  CFR  pt  161). 
ANPRM  puMished  April  14.  1981  (46  FR  22207). 

Mr.  Whittem, 

(202)  426-5116 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Revocation  of  certain  Load  Line 
Regulations  (Docket  No.  CGD 
80-120). 

Would  revoke  obsolete  load  line  regulations  and  revise 
other  regulations  accordingly  (46  CFR  pt  43). 

Mr.  F.  Thompson,  . 
(202)  426-2174 

NPRM  Qc/ober  1981. 

General  Provisiorw:  Offshore 
Supply  Vessels  (Docket  No. 
CGD  80-133). 

Would  establish  procedures  for  registering  offshore  supply 
vessels.  Rule  published  October^,  1980  (FR  69243). 

LT  Rolman, 

(202)  426-1464 

Action  completed. 

Vessel  Navigational  Visibility 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-134). 

Would  identify  constraints  on  operation  and  recommend 
effective  procedures  to  eliminate  or  reduce  inadequate 
b^^^visibility.  ANPRM  published  May  11,  1981  (46  f^ 

LCDR  Henry,* 

(202)  426-2197 

NPRM  May  1982 

Fire  test  for  carpets  (Docket  No. 
80-135). 

Would  clarify  “equivalent  fire  resistive'*  carpet  and  specify 
limitations  on  use  of-  carpet  aboard  comimercial  vessels 
other  than  passenger  vessels. 

Mr.  W.  Boyce, 

(202)  426-2197 

NPRM  May  1982 
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Maneuvering  Performance  Regu- 
■  lations  (Docket  No.  CGO 
80-136). 

Would  establish  performance  standards  for  new  tank  ves¬ 
sels;  and  possbty  all  vessels  in  response  to  mandates  in 
Port  and  tanker  Safety  Act 

Mr.  P.  (fojeen, 

(202)  426-2197 

ANPRM  October 

1981. 

Private/Semiprivate  facilities 

(Docket  No.  CGD  80-138). 

Would  add  definition  of  "private”  and  "semiprivate”  wash 
rooms  and  toilet  facilities  to  inspected  vessel  rules  as 
now  in  Mobile  Offshore  Drilling  Units,  American  Bureau  of 
Shipping  (ABS)  rules.'' 

Mr.  F.  Thompson, 
(202)426-2174 

Withdrawn. 

Load  Line  Survey  Fees  (Docket 
No.  CGD  80-143). 

Would  permit  American  Bureau  of  Shipping  (ABS)  to  set 
fees  without  Coast  Guard  regulatory  action. 

Mr.  Granhokn, 

(202)  426-2188 

FR  August  1981. 

Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Rates 
(Docket  No.  CGD  80-148). 

Would  increase  the  basic  rates  for  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  by 
an  average  of  10  percent  NPRM  January  12,  1981  (46 
FR  2656).  FRpub»shedMar(ai26.  1981  f46  FR  18716i. 

Mr.  J.  Hartke, 

(202)  755-8863 

Action  complete. 

Review:  Revocation  of  Obsolete 
Specifications  (Docket  No. 
80-155). 

Would  revoke  approval  spetifications  for  cork  and  balsa 
ring  life  buoys  and  material  specifications  for  cork  and 
baha.  NPRM  ptAHshed  duty  20,  1981  (48  FR 37290). 

Mr.  F.  Thompson, 
(202)426-2174 

NPRM  January  1982. 

*Amendment8  to  Reflations  al¬ 
lowing  cork  and  balsa  wood 
rings  buoys  (Docket  80-1 55a). 

Would  amend  regulations  in  39  CFR  parts  144,  149  and 
175  that  allow  cork  and  balsa  wood  ring  buoys  on 
artificial  islands,  fixed  ofMiore  skuctures  and  recreational 
boats.  NPRM  published  July  20  (46  FR  37386).  This 
regulatory  proiaet  was  spat  from  OodwtNa  80-156. 

Mr.  F.  Thompson, 

(202)  426-2174 

NPRM  January  1982. 

Material  Standards  for  Fixed 
Structures  ((XaD  80-160). 

Description:. Would  revise  and  update  33  CFR,  Subchapter 
N,  including  lifesaving  and  firefighting  equipment 

LL  Cashmen, 

472-5160 

NPRtAApr91982 

*Colreg8  Demarcation  Lines— Sa¬ 
vannah  River,  GA.  Amelia 
Island,  FLA  (Docket  80-142). 

Would  move  the  Colr^  Inas  along  the  coast  of  Georgia  to 
coincide  with  the  (Stoorgia  Dept  of  Natural  Resources 
fishing  lines.  (33  CFR  pt  80).  NPRM  published  July  27, 
1981  (46  FR  38378). 

Ens.  LeBlanc, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  September  1981. 

^Inland  Navigation  Rules  Certifi¬ 
cates  of  Alternative  Compliance 
(Docket  80-157). 

Would  set  out  pncedures  by  which  a  vessel  can  receive  a 
certificate  of  altematiwe  compliance  which  recognizes  the 
inability  of  a  vessel  of  particular  construction  to  cornply 
with  a  particular  praviaion  of  the  Inland  Rules.  NPRM 
published  May  14, 1981  (46  FR  26661).  (33  CFR  Pt  96). 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  August  1981. 

*Annex  V  to  Inland  Navigation 
Rules  Pilot  Rules  (Docket 
80-158). 

Would  set  out  pilot  rules  of  special  appticabilify  to  supple¬ 
ment  the  new  Inland  Navigtoion  RuIm  (33  CFR  pt  88). 
NPRM  published  July  16, 1981  (46  FR  37012). 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  October  1981. 

*Ocean  Thermal  Energy  (Conver¬ 
sion  (OTEC)  FaciNty  and  Plant- 
ship  Requirement  (Docket 
,  80-161). 

Would  establish  minknal  rules  mandated  under  the  OTEC 
Act  for  marine  environmental  protection  and  safety  of  life 
and  property  at  sea  (33  and  46  CFR).^ 

Mr.  F.  Martin, 

(202)  472-5052 

NPRM  August  1981. 

*Annex  U  to  Inland  Navigation 
Rules— Additional  Signals  for 
Fishing  Vessels  Fishing  in 
Close  Proximity  (Docket 
81-006). 

Would  provide  trawlers  and  purse  seiners  with  standardized 
signals  to  indicate  when  they  are  handling  their  nets  (33 
CFR  pt  85).  NPRM  published  July  16,  1981  (46  FR 
37006). 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  October  1981. 

*Annex  IV  to  Inland  Navigation 
Rules— Distress  Signals 

(Docket  81-007). 

Would  provide  the  marine  community  with  standardized 
signals  for  vessels  to  be  used  exclusively  for  indicating 
distress  and  the  need  for  assistance  (33  CFR  pt  87). 
NPRM  published  July  16, 1981  (46  FR  37002). 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  October  1981. 

TAnnex  1  to  Inland  Navigation 
Rules— Positioning  and  Techni¬ 
cal  Details  of  Lights  and 
Shapes  (Docket  81-008). 

Would  set  out  the  technical  details  for  navigation  lights  and 
shapes  for  vessels  (33  CFR  pt  86).  NPRM  published  July 
1«.  1981  (40  FR  3700^ 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  October  1981. 
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*Annex  III  to  Inland  Navigation 
Rules  Technical  Construction 
Details  for  Sound  Signal  Appli¬ 
ances  (Docket  81-009). 

Would  provide  technical  details  for  navigation  lights  and 
shapes  for  vessels  (33  CFR  pL  86).  NPRM  published  July 
16.  1981  (46  FR  37008). 

Mr.  C.  Liana, 

(202)  426-5116 

FR  October  1981. 

*Servicing  Inflatable  Liferafts 
(Docket  81-010). 

Would  allow  liferaft  servicing  in  U.S.  and  foreign  ports 
without  Coast  Guard  Marine  inspectors. 

LTtig)  Delikat, 

(202)  426-1445 

NPRM  February  1982. 

*Automated  Main  and  Auxiliary 
Machinery  (Docket  81-030). 

Would  implement  the  provisions  for  periodically  unattended 
machinery  spaces  in  the  “Recommendation  Concerning 
Regulations  Tor  Machinery  and  Electrical  Installations  on 
Cargo  and  Passenger  Vessels”  adopted  by  IMCO  and  the 
guidance  on  system  design  in  Coast  Guard  Navigation 
and  Inspection  Circular  on  Automated  Main  and  Auxiliary 
Machinery. 

Mr.  SlatL 
(202)  426-2160 

NPRM  November 
1981. 

*Optional  Simplified  Admeasure¬ 
ment  of  Commercial  Vessels 
(Docket  81-032). 

Would  implement  Public  Law  96-594,  a  bill  to  simplify 
admeasurement  of  commercial  vessels  of  less  than  24 
meters  (79  feet),  and  non-self  propelled  vessels  of  any 
size  which  are  not  engaged  or  intending  to  engage  in 
international  voyages  by  sea. 

Mr.  Higgins, 

(202)  426-2192 

FR  December  1981. 

*  Delete  Fifth  District  Merchant 
Marine  Technical  Office  Ad¬ 
dress  from  Regs  (Docket 
81-039). 

Would  remove  Fifth  District  Merchant  Marine  Technical 
Office  from  regulations. 

LGDR  ArKJerson,  - 
(202)  426-2197 

FR  August  1981. 

*Transfer  of  Corps  of  Engineers 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Shipping  Fair¬ 
way  Regulations  to  Coast 
Guard  (Docket  81-040). 

Would  transfer  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  regulations 
designating  Shipping  Fairways  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
the  Coast  Guard  (33  CFR  pt  74). 

Mr.  C.  Young, 

(202)  426-5116 

NPRM  December 
1981. 

*Licensing  of  Officers  of  Inspect¬ 
ed  Vessels  of  less  than  100 
gross  tons  (Docket  81-043). 

Would  amend  46  CFR  parts  157,  175,  185,  186  and  187  to 
reflect  statutory  intent  of  P.L  96-378  concerning  the 
licensing  of  officers,  and  manning  of  inspected  vessels  of 
less  than  100  gross  tons. 

CDR  McCowen, 

(202)  426-2240 

NPRM  October  1981. 

*Charge  for  Coast  Guard’s  aid  to 
navigation  work  (Docket 

81-051). 

/ 

Would  delete  the  buoy  and  vessel  costs  currently  listed  in 
33  CFR  74  and  direct  the  owner  to  contact  the  Coast 
.  Guard  for  a  list  of  reimbursable  service  charges  (33  CFR 
pt  74). 

LT  Johnson, 

(202)  426-1974 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

*General  Bridge  Permit  Regula¬ 
tions  (Docket  81-057). 

Would  establish  rules  for  issuing  general  bridge  permits  (33 
CFR  pt  115).  * 

Mr.  J.  Schwartz, 

(202)  426-1974 

NPRM  October  1981. 

USCG  U.S.  Coast  Guard 


Routine  and  Frequent  Nonsignificant  Regulations 


Title 

Total 

Contact 

Decision  date 

Safety/Security  Zone  Regulations .. 

Mr.  Ziegfeld, 

(202)  426-5116 

Mr.  Ziegfeld, 

(202)  426-5116 

October 
^96^ -October 

1982. 

October 

^96^-October 

1982. 

.  . , . 

19  ,  . 
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50 . . . 

Mr.  F.  Teuton, 

(202)  426-1380 

Jufy  19Q1-July  1982. 

FAA 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Major 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Flammability  Standard  for  Crew¬ 
member  Uniforms  (Docket  No. 
14451). 

A.  Description:  Would  establish  flammability  specifications 
for  crewmember  uniforms  that  will  provide  protection 
against  heat  and  flame. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Withdrawn. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  is  considered  a  signifi¬ 
cant  rulemaking  project  due  to  substantial  public  interest 
and  potential  cost  to  airlines. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

• 

D.  Need:  To  establish  basic  flammability  specifications  for 
crewmember  uniforms,  since  clothing  now  used  is  made 
of  conventional  fabrics  which  may  be  ignited  under  many 
of  the  emergency  conditions  that  may  result. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  604,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421(a),  1422;  Sec.  6(c),  DOT  Act  (49  U.S.C.  §  1655(c)). 

■ 

F.  Chronology:  Prior  to  April  1974,  a  number  of  informal 
conferences  were  held  with  members  of  the  public  includ¬ 
ing  the  Association  of  Flight  Attendants  (AFA),  regarding 
flammability  of  flight  attendant  uniforms.  A  ^oject  was 
established  to  examine  AFA  claims  regarding  uniform 
flammability.  National  Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  Center 
for  Fire  Research  was  selected  as  research  contractor. 
ANPRM  No.  75-13  was  issued  March  13,  1975  (40  FR 
11737),  to  solicit  public  information  and  comments.  A 
follow-up  contract  was  established  with  the  NBS  to  evalu¬ 
ate  comments  and  cgnduct  further  testing,  the  contract 
was  extended  through  August  1979.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  on  May  28  and  29,  1980,  to  further  explore  the 
technical  and  economic  factors  that  would  be  involved  in 
implementing  flammability  standards.  Participants  in  the 
hearing  agreed  to  explore  nonregulatory  solutions  to  the* 
problems  raised  by  AFA.  Notice  75-1 3B  reopening  the 
comment  period  until  December  16,  1980  was  published 
August  21,  1980  (45  FR  55760).  The  withdrawal  of  this 
proposal  was  published  June  22,  1981  (46  FR  32409). 

G.  Citation:  14  CFR  Part  121 . 

Review:  Operations  Review 
Notice  No.  7  (Docket  No. 
17669). 

A.  Description:  Would  revise  the  flight  and  duty  time 
limitations  and  rest  requirements  for  flight  crewmembers 
used  by  domestic,  flag,  and  supplemental  air  carriers, 
commercial  operators  of  large  aircraft,  and  air  taxi  opera¬ 
tors. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Withdrawn. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  is  considered  a  signifi¬ 
cant  regulation  because  of  the  controversy  associated 
with  the  complexity  and  enforcement  problems  of  the 
current  rules. 
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' 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  This  proposal  is  needed  to  eliminate  the  complex¬ 
ity  of  the  current  regulations  and  to  assure  that  flight  and 
duty  time  limitations  are  based  upon  today’s  operating 
environment. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  604  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1424) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.a  1655(c)). 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice  are 
based  on  related  proposals  discussed  at  the  December 
1975  Operations  Review  Conference.  The  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  27,  1978 
(43  FR  8070),  with  a  closing  date  of  May  30,  1978,  for 
public  comments.  The  initial  comment  period  was  ex¬ 
tended  by  supplemental  notice  on  May  25,  1978  (43  FR 
22540),  to  July  14, 1978,  with  reply  comments  allowed  on 
or  before  Au^st  18,  1978.  A  Supplemental  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (SNPRM)  was  published  August 
11,  1980  (45  FR  53315).  The  comment  period  closes 
October  10, 1980.  Reply  comments  are  due  by  November 
10,  1980.  Comment  period  extended  to  December  10, 
1981.  Notice  to  extend  comment  period  published  Octo¬ 
ber  19,  1980  (45  FR  67283).  The  withdrawal  of  the 
SNPRM  was  published  June  22,  1981  (46  FR  32413). 

G.  CitaUon:  14  CFR  Pts.  121  and  135. . 

FAA  Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Other 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Parts  Manufacturer  Approvals 
(Docket  No.  17147). 

V 

A.  Description:  Would  (1)  simplify  the  procedure  for  ap¬ 
proving  a  PMA  applicant’s  design  on  the  basis  of  kJenti- 
cality  to  an  already  approved  design;  (2)  reduce  PMA 
application  and  reporting  requirements;  and  (3)  add  a 
marking  requirement  which  will  facilitate  field  installation 
of  replacement  parts  manufactured  under  a  PMA  and 
help  avoid  use  of  incorrect  parts. 

B.  Why  Significant:  The  proposed  revision  is  considered  to 
be  significant  because  it  is  controversial. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  Differences  of  opinion  exist  with  respect  to  the 

.  methods  available  for  showing  identicalness  of  parts. 

Also  the'  Parts  Manufacturer  /^proval  application  and 
reporting  requirements  may  be  unnecessarily  burdensome. 

E.  Legal  BaMs:  Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

FR  February  1982. 
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F.  Chronology:  This  project  was  initiated  December  23, 
1975.  NPRM  No.  77-19  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (42  FR  43985).  Comment  period  later  reopened 
unffl  January  4,  1978  (NPRM  No.  77-1 9A,  42  FR  61048) 
and  again  reopened  until  May  15,  1978  (NPRM  No. 
77-1 9B,  43  FR  15432).  Portions  of  NPRM  77-19  dealing 
with  other  subirots  were  handled  separately.  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (SNPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  January  15,  1981  (46  FR  3775).  Initial  comment 
period  closed  April  15,  1981;  reply  comment  period 
closed  May  15,  1981.  NPRM  77-19D  reopening  the  com- 
ment  period  until  August  24,  1981,  and  the  reply  com¬ 
ment  period  until  September  21,  1981,  was  published  July 
23,  1981  (46  FR  38062). 


Review:  Operations 
Notice  No.  14. 


Review 


a  Citation:  14  CFR  R.  21 . 

A.  Description:  Would  establish  r^ulations  for  flight  and  ■  William  J.  Sullivan, 
duty  time  limitations  and  rest  requirements  for  flight  atten-  (202)  755-8716 
dants  used  by  domestic,  flag,  and  supplemental  air  carri¬ 
ers,  commercial  operators  of  large  aircraft  and  air  travel 
dubs. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  Is  considered  a  signifi¬ 
cant  regulation  because  there  is  substantial  public  inter¬ 
est  in  it 

C.  Analysts:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  Becau^  flight  attendants  perform  important 
duties  relating  to  the  safety  of  flight  flight  and  duty  time 
limitations  and  rest  requirements  are  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  excessive  fatigue  from  adversely  affecting  the  per¬ 
formance  of  those  duties. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  604  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1424) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


F.  Chronology:  The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice  are 
based  on  related  proposals  discussed  at  the  December 
1975,  Operations  Review  Conference.  These  proposals 
are  undergoing  review  in  accordance  with  EO  12291  to 
determine  whether  rulemaking  should  be  initiated. 


Administrative  User  Charges 
(Docket  No.  19110). 


a  Citation:  14  CFR  Pts.  121  and  123 . 

A.  Description:  Would  revise  existing  FAA  fees  for  aircraft  John  M.  Rodgers, 
registration  and  for  recording  conveyances  affecting  title  (202)  426-3420 
to,  or  any  interest  in,  aircraft  In  addition,  it  proposes  to 
establish  fees  for  FAA  certification  of  pilots,  instructors, 
and  other  airmen,  including  medical  certification.  It  is 
intended  that  this  proposed  rule  will  provide  for  the 
recovery  of  expenses  that  the  FAA  incurs  in  these  activi¬ 
ties.  The  proposed  action  would  be  in  accord£tnce  with 
the  sense  of  the  Congress. 


B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  is  considered  a  signifi¬ 
cant  project  because  it  involves  an  area  of  substantial 
public  interest  and  controversy. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 


D.  Need:  This  proposal  will  provide  for  the  recovery  of 
expenses  that  the  FAA  incurs  in  these  activities  and  is  in 
accordtmce  with  the  sense  of  Congress. 


Withdrawn. 
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E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  313,  503,  505,  601,  602,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354, 1401, 
1403,  1421,  and  1422);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)),  Tide  V;  Independent 
Offices  Appropnation  Act  of  1952  (31  U.S.C.  483(a)). 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  on  April  20,  1978  (43  FR 
16924).  The  closing  date  for  commeiTts  was  July  19, 
1978.  The  withdrawal  of  this  NPRM  was  pMi^ted  June 
29.  1981  (46  FR  33284). 

G.  Citation:  14  CFR  Pt&  47.  49,  61,  63,  65,  67,  143,  and 
187. 

Wind  Shear  (Docket  No.  19110) .  A.  Description:  Would  revise  existing  regulation  to  require 

all  large  passenger-carrying  aircraft  be  equipped  with  a 
device  that  will  display  wind  shear  information  to  the 
'  pilots. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  action  is  considered  a  significant 
project  because  it  wMi  generate  substantial  public  interest 
and  will  be  controversial. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  As  a  result  of  several  accidents  involving  wind 
shear,  it  is  necess^  to  identify  eouipment  dtat  will 
enable  pilots  to  identify  low  level  wind  shear  conrfitions. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  313(a),  601  and  604  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1424) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

F.  Chronology:  In  1975,  the  FAA  began  a  two  year  effort 
to  develop  a  wind  shear  program.  As  part  of  the  program, 
FAA  began  work  to  develop  a  wind  shear  warning  and 
pilot  aiding  device  which  has  achieved  encouraging  re¬ 
sults.  Followir^  the  initial  announcement  of  this  proposal 
it  was  determined  that  a  regulatory  analysis  would  not  be 
required;  however,  an  evaluation  will  be  made  and  dock¬ 
eted.  The  ANPRM  Na  79-11  was  published  on  May  3, 
1979  (44  FR  25807)  and  comment  period  closed  August 
3, 1979. 

Q.  Citation:  14  CFR  PL  121 . 

Metropolitan  Washington  Airports  A.  Description:  Develops  arxi  implements  a  cornprehensivs 
Policy  (Docket  No.  21955).  policy  and  regulations  (1)  defining  the  resp^tive  roles  of 

Washington  National  arid  DuUes  International  Airports, 
and  (2)  governing  the  future  use,  operation,  developmerrt 
and  maintenance  of  those  airports. 

B.  Why  Significant:  The  proposed  polk^  is  of  substantial 
interest  to  the  public,  potentially  ariecting  State  and  local 
governments  and  the  aviation  community. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . 


Contact 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 
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D.  Need:  The  lack  of  a  firm,  long-range  policy  has  substan¬ 
tially  h:ndered  maximum  effective  and  efficient  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  airports.  Planning  and  funding  processes 
have  necessarily  been  limited  to  relatively  short-term 
objectives.  Efforts  to  lessen  the  Impact  of  the  airports  on 
surrounding  communities  continue  to  be  hampered  by  the 
absence  of  well-defined  policy  goals  and  guidelines.  Air¬ 
craft  operators  using  the  airports  have  been  similarly 
disadvantaged  with  respect  to  long-term  planning. and 
objectives. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  103,  307.  313  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1303,  1348  and  1354); 
Sections  2  and  5  of  the  Act  for  the  Administration  of 
Washington  National  Airport  54  Stat.  688  as  amended  by 
61  Stat.  94;  Sec.  4  of  the  Second  Washington  National 
Airport  Act  64  Stat.  770;  Sec.  6  of  the  D^artment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655). 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Policy  was  published 
March  23,  1978  (43  FR  12141).  The  NPRM  was  pub¬ 
lished  January  21,  1980  (45  FR  4314).  The  comment 
period  cijsed  April  15,  1980.  The  Amendments  were 
published  September  18,  1980  (45  FR  62406).  Effective 
date  extended  to  April  26,  1981,  published  October  27, 
1980  (45  FR  11251).  Notice  proposing  additional  exten¬ 
sion  of  effective  date  until  October  25,  1981,  published 
on  March  5,  1981  (46  FR  15458).  On  July  13.  1981.  an 
NPRM  was  published  proposing  to  withdraw  the  Amend¬ 
ments  (46  FR  36068).  The  comment  period  dosed 
August  31,  1981. 

a  Citation:  14  CFR  Pts.  93  and  159 . 

FAA 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

• 

Nonsignificant  Regulations 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Additional  Equipment  Require¬ 
ments  for  Multiengine  Turbojet 
Airplanes.  (Formerly  “Third  Atti¬ 
tude  Gyro,  Grourid  Proximity 
Warnirra  System,  and  Cockpit 
Voice  Recorders”). 

Proposed  amendment  to  add  instrument  and  equipment 
requirements  (1)  to  require  a  third  gyroscopic  attitude 
instrument,  independently  powered  in  case  of  total  air¬ 
craft  electrical  failure,  on  all  multiengine  turbojet  powered 
airplanes  not  already  required  to  have  a  third  gyroscopic 
attitude  and  (2)  to  require  a  ground  proximity  warning 
system  and  a  cockpit  voice  recorder  on  ail  turbojet 
powered  airplanes  configured  with  6  or  more  passenger 
seats.  (14  CFR  Pts.  23,  25,  91,  and  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

Project  cancelled. 

/ 

Review:  Aircraft  Engine  Regula- 
tions  Notice  (Docket  No. 
16919). 

Proposed  amendment  to  resolve  a  number  of  regulatory 
issues  raised  by  engine  manufacturers  and  to  update 
those  standards.  The  NPRM  No.  80-21  was  published 
November  20,  1980  (45  FR  7687^.  The  comment  period 
closed  February  18,  1981.  (14  CFR  Pte.  23,  25,  27,  29, 
and  33). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

FR  December  1981. 
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THIe 

Summery 

(Contact 
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decision  date 

Takeoff  and  Landing  Minimums. 
(Formerly  “Instrument  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedures”)  (Docket 
No.  20060). 

The  rule  clarifies  prescribed  conditions  for  approach  and 
landing  under  specified  weather  conditions.  The  NPRM 
was  published  March  6,  1980  (45  FR  14801).  The  com¬ 
ment  period  closed  May  6,  1980.  The  amendment  was 
published  January  8.  1981  (46  FR  2280);  it  went  into 
effect  on  May  8, 1981,  after  review  under  E.0. 12291.  (14 
CFR  Pts.  91  and  121). 

William  J.  SuHivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Action  completo. 

Airport  Noise  Regulations  (Docket 
No.  16279). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency’s  proposed  revision  to 
require  airport  noise  certification  as  a  condition  for  Airport 
and  Airway  Development  Act  funding.  The  NPRM  was 
published  on  11/22/76  (41  FR  51522).  The  Final  Rule 
was  published  January  26,  1981  (46  FR  8316).  (14  CFR 
,  Pt  91). 

Richard  Tedrick, 

(202)  755-9027 

Action  complete. 

Review:  Operations  Review 
Notice  No.  11  (Docket  No. 
21269). 

This  proposal  features  provisions  providing  for  the  use  of 
“nmni-evacuation”  tests,  requirements  for  the  elimination 
of  the  three-pointer  altimeter  in  turbojet-powered  air¬ 
planes,  and  allows  for  the  use  of  “blocked  seats"  under 
certain  conditions.  The  NPRM  was  published  January  19. 
1981.  The  comment  period  closed  April  20,  1981.  (14 
CFR  Pts.  121, 145,  and  183). 

William  J.  SuHivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Operations  Review 
Notice  No.  12  (Docket  No. 
21071). 

Proposed  extensive  revisions  to  update  and  improve  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  aircraft  maintenance,  preventive  main¬ 
tenance,  rebuilding  arxl  alteration  of  aircraft  The  NPRM 
was  published  November  20,  1980  (45  FR  76894).  The 
comment  period  closed  February  18. 1981.  (14  CFR  Pts. 
43  and  91). 

William  J.  SuHivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

FR  November  1981. 

Review:  Operations  Review  Pro- 
gram  Qose-out  Notice  No.  13. 

Notice  announcing  the  disposition  of  all  proposals  not  ad¬ 
dressed  in  previous  Op^tions  Review  Notices  and  the 
availability  of  an  index  of  the  disposition  of  all  Operations 
Review  proposals. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  December 
1981. 

Review:  Part  91  Notice  (Docket 
No.  16431). 

The  agency  conducted  a  RMulatory  Review  (Conference  of 
14  CFR  Part  91.  Subp^  B,  in  September  1977,  in  order 
to  update  that  part  This  action  will  cover  all  ^oposals 
covered  by  the  review  except  for  lost  communications. 
(14  CFR  Pt  91). 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

NPRM  CCbftxbar  1981. 

Review:  Part  91  Review  Lost 
Communications  (Docket  No. 
16431). 

Proposed  amendment  to  simplify  lost  communications  pro¬ 
cedures. 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Review:  Objects  Affecting  Navi¬ 
gable  Airspace  (Docket  No. 
16920). 

Would  revise  and  reorganize  14  CFR  Part  77  h  a  more 
logical  sequence  and  fxesentation  of  regulatory  requtie- 
ments  relating  to  proposed  construction  or  alteration  and 
thek  impact  on  navigable  airspace.  It  is  also  intended  to 
clarify  and  strengthen  agency  actions  in  determining 
whether  a  particular  object  would  be  a  hazard  *o  air 
navigation.  Notice  of  Review  was  published  on  6/19/78 
(43  FR  26322).  (14  CFR  Pt  77).  Review  Conference  held 
December  4-6, 1980. 

Keith  Potts, 

(202)  426-3731 

NPRM  November 
1981. 

Civil  Helicopter  Noise  Certification 
(Docket  No.  13410). 

Would  establish  noise  certification  levels  and  procedures  for 
civil  helicopters.  An  ANPRM  was  published  12/28/73,  (38 
FR  35487).  The  NPRM  was  published  7/19/79  (44  FR 
42410).  The  comment  period  was  extended  until  March  5, 
1981  (46  FR  931)  (14  (^R  Pt  36). 

Richard  Tedrick, 

(202)  755-9027 

FR  July  1982. 

1 
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Implementation  of  0MB  Circular 
A-95  (Docket  No.  17337). 

Final  procedures  and  regulations  implementing  OMB  Circu¬ 
lar  A-95  (coordination  of  Federal  assistance  programs 
with  State,  areawide,  and  local  planning  agencies),  based 
on  public  comment  on  interim  procedures  in  Special 
Federal  Aviation  Regulation  35  (42  FR  59476,  11/17/77). 
The  amendment  was  published  June  1 1,  1978  (46  FR 
50505;  (14  CFR  Pt  152). 

John  Gable, 

(202)  426-8090 

Action  corr^lete 

Implementation  of  Energy  Policy 
(Docket  No.  16617). 

Implementation  of  the  Energy  Policy  and  (Conservation  Act 
The  NPRM  was  published  on  3/31/77.  (42  FR  17135). 
(14CFR  Pt  11). 

David  Winer, 

(202)  755-9717 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Revision  of  14  CFR  Part  139  to  update  and  clarify  the  part 
including  fire-fighting  and  rescue  requirements.  (14  (CFR 
R.  139). 

Jose  Roman, 

Further  action  to  be 

(202)  426-3087 

determined. 

Protective  Breathing  Equipment . 

Roposed  rule  to  establish  minimum  performartce  standards 
and  operating  rules  for  protective  breathing  equipment 
(14  CFR  Pts.  25,  29,  37,  91  and  121). 

William  J.  SuHivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Project  cancelled.  _ 

Pilot  Oxygen  Mask  Use  Require¬ 
ments  (Formerly  "Supplemental 
Oxygen”). 

Proposed  rule  to  permit  certain  widebody  turbc^et  airplanes 
to  operate  up  to  flight  level  of  45,000  feet  above  sea 
level  without  requirements  for  the  pilot  to  use  supplemen¬ 
tal  oxygen.  (14  ^R  Pts.  25.  29,  37, 91.  and  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  October  1981. 

Review:  Metropolitan  Washington 
Airports  Regulations. 

Roposed  revision  to  reflect  changed  operational  conditions 
and  policies  and  to  simplify,  clarify  and  consolidate  the 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  National  Capital  Airports.  (14 
CFR  PL  159). 

Edward  S.  Faggen, 
(703)  557-8123 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Miscellaneous  MirK>r  Amend-' 
ments  (Docket  No.  21129). 

Roposed  nonsubstantive  amendments  that  are  routine,  edi¬ 
torial  and  clarifying  in  nature.  The  NPRM  No.  80-23  was 
published  De(»rnber  4,  1980.  The  comment  period 
closed  February  4,  1981.  (14  CFR  Rs.  23,  25,  37,  45,  61. 
63,  65,  91,  and  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

FR  December  1981. 

Review:  Revisio'i  of  Part  91  (For¬ 
merly  Aircraft  Owners  and 
Pilots  Association  (AOPA)  Peti¬ 
tion)  (Docket  No.  18334). 

This  review  deals  with  the  air  traffic  and  general  operating 
rules  in  Part  91— the  most  fundamental  aviation  regula¬ 
tions  TNs  action  would  reorganize  and  rearrange  the 
rules  without  substantive  change,  to  make  them  easier  to 
use  and  understand.  A  later  action  will  review  and  revise 
them  to  eliminate  unnecessary  burdens  in  keeping  with 
E.O.  12291.  AOPA  withdrew  its  petition  on  November  20, 
1980,  so  the  FAA  could  proceed  with  this  two-step 
review.  ANPRM  79-2  published  the  original  AOPA  peti¬ 
tion  for  comment  on  January  22,  1979  (44  FR  4571).  (14 
CFR  Part  91). 

Witnam  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM 1981. 

Foreign  Airman  Certification . 

Proposed  amerxlments  to  establish  priorities  for  processing 
applications  by  foreign  airmen  for  U.S.  Airman  Certifi¬ 
cates.  (14  CFR  Pts.  61,  63.  65,  and  67). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Recording  of  Aircraft  Titles  and 
Security  Documents— Notice  of 
Lien  (Docket  No.  14236). 

Proposed  amerxlment  to  prescribe  specific  procedures  for 
filing  Noice  of  Lien  with  the  Aircraft  Registry.  This  propos¬ 
al  would  also  require  release  of  the  Notice  filed  upon 
satisfaction  of  the  lierv  The  NPRM  was  published  January 
13,  1975  (40  FR  2445).  (14  CFR  Part  49). 

Virginia  Swimmer, 

(405)  686-2284 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Cessna  Finance  Petition  (Docket 
No.  17311). 

Petition  for  rulemaking  to  amend  Part  47  to  provide  all 
persons  who  hold  a  security  interest  in  aircraft  the  same 
protection  now  afforded  the  seller  of  an  aircraft  under  a 
conditional  sales  contract  The  ANPRM  was  published 
10/20/77  (42  FR  55891).  The  NPRM  was  published  May 
22,  1980  (45  FR  34826).  The  comment  period  was  ex¬ 
tended  to  August  21, 1980.  (14  CFR  R.  47). 

Virgirtia  Swimmer, 

(405)  686-2284 

February  1982. 
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Airplane  and  Airport  Operators 
Security  Rules  (Docket  No. 
19726). 

Implements  safety  standards  mandated  by  the  Akiine  De¬ 
regulation  Act  of  1978,  and  insures  that  commuter  air 
carrier  passengers  enjoy  the  same  ievel  of  security  as 
persons  traveling  on  air  carriers  holding  Certificates  of 
Public  Conver>ience  and  Necessity  from  the  CAB.  The 
NPRM  was  published  November  1,  1979  (44  FR  63048). 
Comment  period  closed  February  11,  1980.  The  amend¬ 
ments  were  published  January  15,  1981  (46  FR  3782). 
Notice  of  OMB  approval  and  correction  of  amendment 
published  July  13.  1981  (46  FR  36053).  Rules  become 
effective  9/11/81;  however,  pperaAvs  may  elect  to 
comply  earlier.  (14  CFW  Parts  107.  108  (new),  121.  129, 
and  135). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Action  corr^)iete. 

Use  of  Alcohol  or  Drugs  (Former¬ 
ly  “Blood  Alcohol  Level  Tests”) 
(Docket  No.  21631). 

Proposed  rule  which  will  subject  Certificated  Flight  Crew¬ 
members  suspected  of  being  under  the  influence  of  alco¬ 
hol  to  blood-alcohol  tests  and  establish  a  specific  blood- 
alcohol  content  level  at  which  a  pilot  is  considered  to  be 
intoxicated.  The  NPRM  was  published  July  27,  1981  (46 
FR  38480).  The  comment  period  closes  November  25, 
1961.  (14  CFR  Pts.  61  and  91). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

FR  July  1982 

Microwave  Landing  System  (MLS) . 

Proposed  rule  to  recognize  the  MLS  selected  by  ICAO  and 
to  prescribe  measunng  standards  and  procedures  for  the 
ap^oval,  instailation,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  such 
systems  on  non-Federal  navigation  facilities.  The  NPRM 
was  published  September  8,  1980.  (45  FR  59256).  The 
'comment  period  closes  November  7,  1980.  (14  CFR  Pt 
171). 

William  Redeen, 

(202)  426-8634 

FR  July  1981. 

Airplane  Tires  (Formerly  "Tires 
Retrofit”)  (Docket  No.  19793). 

Proposed  rule  to  requke  installation  of  improved  tires  on 
certain  turbojet  transport  category  airplanes.  The  NPRM 
was  published  11/27/79.  (41  68759).  The  comment 

period  closed  2/27/79.  The  NPRM  was  witiKbawn  May 
21.  1981  (46  FR 27889).  (14  CFR  Pt  91). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716  | 

Withdrawn. 

Revision  of  Applicability  of  Part 
139. 

Proposed  amendment  to  require  the  certification  of  airports 
serving  commuter  air  carriers,  as  well  as  air  carriers 
holding  certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
from  me  CAB.  Thte  revision  would  respond  to  the  Airline 
Deregulation  Act  of  1978  and  ensures  that  passengers 
traveling  aboard  commuter  air  carriers  enjoy  the  same 
level  of  safety  as  passengers  traveling  aboard  CAB  certi¬ 
ficated  ak  carriers.  The  NPRM  was  published  June  12, 
1980.  (45  FR  39857).  The  comment  period  closed  August 
11. 1980.  (14  C^R  Part  139). 

Jose  Roman.  Jr., 

(202)  426-3087 

Further  action  to  be 
determined 

Review:  Rotorcraft  Review 

Notice  No.  1  Certification,  IFR, 
and  DcHcing  (Docket  No. 
21180). 

This  notice  proposes  to  add  new  airworthiness  standards 
and  update  existing  criteria  in  the  areas  of  instrument 
flight  rules  (IFR)  certification  and  ice  protection  certifica- 
tioa  n  also  proposes  revisions  to  the  applicability  of 
sections  of  Part  27  and  29  which  allow  for  increased 
productivity  for  rotorcraft  engaged  primarily  in  utRity  or 
cargo  operations  and  provides  additional  protection  for 
rotorcraft  carrying  10  or  more  passengers.  The  NPRM 
No.  &J~25  was  published  December  18,  1980.  The  com¬ 
ment  period  closed  April  17,  1981  (45  FR  83424).  A 
public  meeting  was  held  August  18-^,  1980.  (14  CFR 
Parts  1.  27.  29.  33.  43,  45.  61.  91.  121,  127,  133,  and 
135). 

William  J.  Sullivan. 
(202)  755-8716 

FR  DecerrAer  1981. 
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Inoperative  Instruments  or  Equip- 
rrtent  (Formerly  “Minimum 
Equipment  Lists  (MEL)”). 

TNs  notice  proposes  to  revise  Part  91  to  indude  provisions 
that  wilt  allow  the  operation  of  powered  aircraft  with 
certain  installed  mstruments  and  equipment  inoperative. 
The  proposal  would  consolidate  rrmnimum  equifsnent  list 
requirements  presently  contained  in  various  parts  of  tire 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  into  one  regulation.  (14  CFR 
Parts  43.  91.  121.  125.  and  135). 

William  J.  SuHivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Hang  Gliding  (Docket  No.  21631). 

Proposed  addition  to  FAR  Part  101  to  designate  general 
safety  rules  for  hang  gHding  in  order  to  accommodate 
increasing  hang  gliding  actr^  in  the  National  Airspace 
System.  The  NP^  was  ptM&hed  July  27,  1961  (46  FR 
38472).  The  comment  period  doses  November  25,  1981. 
(14  CFR  Part  101). 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

FR  February  1982. 

Parachute  Jumping,  Notice  and 
Authorization  Requirements. 

Proposed  amerxlments  would  require  notice  of  parachute 
jumps  in  terms  of  above  mean  sea  level  and  would 
require  ATC  authorization  for  jumps  in/into  a  terminal 
control  area  (14  CFR  Part  105). 

Hal  Becker, 

1  (202)  426-3656 

NPRM  August  1981. 

Review:  Operations  on  and  in  Vi¬ 
cinity  of  an  Airport 

Proposed  review  of  rules  pertaining  to  operations  on/in  the 
vicinity  of  controlled  and  uncontrolled  airports,  including 
radio  communications,  altitudes,  and  noise  abatement 
areas.  Further  action  on  titis  proposal  vriH  be  hoorporated 
into  the  National  Airspace  Review.  (14  CFR  Part  91). 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

Action  terminated. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA*s): 
Phoenix. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  The  NPRM  was  published  April  7, 1980 
(45  FR  23457).  A  Supplemental  NPRM  was  published 
June  15,  1981,  (46  FR  31269).  The  comment  period 
dosed  July  30,  1961.  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

•  (202)  426-8783 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s): 
Tampa. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71)L  NPRM  pubHshed 
February  4, 1980  ^  FR  7559).  Coinment  period  closes 
5/5/80.  The  withdrawal  of  this  NP^  was  published 
June  22.  1981.  (46  FR  32267). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(202)  426-8783 

Withdrawn. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s): 
Fort  Lauderdale /Miami.  Docket 
No.  186905/80-R30-4. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (T(^’^  are  proposed  to  reduce  tha« 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  corv 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  The  NPRM  was  published  September 
22,  1980.  (45  FR  62839).  The  comment  period  closed 
December  22. 1980.  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 
{20^426-8783 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s): 
Orlando. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminatMig  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugaher, 

{20i)  426-8783 

Action  terminated. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s): 
Memphis. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’^  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminabng  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter. 

(20^  426-8783 

Action  terminated. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s): 
Portland. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCA’s)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminatng  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  arid  urrcontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

r 

S.  Wugalter, 
[20^426-8783 

Action  terminated. 
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Operations  Review  Notice  No.  8A 
(Docket  No.  17897). 

Proposed  amendment  to  require  that  all  flight  atterxiants 
remain  seated  at  their  assigned  stations  during  taxiing 
except  to  perform  (kjties  related  to  the  safety  of  the 
<  airplane  and  Hs  occupants.  NPRM  published  June  19. 
1980  (45  FR  41956).  On  Aug^  28,  1980  the  comment 
period  was  reopen^  (45  FR  59295).  The  comment 
period  closed  October  23,  1980.  Reply  comments  were 
due  by  November  23, 1980.  The  wmckawa!  of  the  NPRM 
was  published  May 21,  1981  (46  FR  27893).  (14CFR  121 
and  127).  ' 

WHKamJ.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Withdra¥Wi 

Air  Carrier— Carry-On  Baggage— 
(Formerly  National  Federation 
of  the  Blind  (NFB)— Carriage  of 
Camas)  (Docket  No.  17320). 

Petition  for  rulemaking  to  permH  the  stowage  of  a  blind 
person’s  flexible  cane  in  a  readily  accessible  location,  on 
all  passenger-carrying  flights,  so  that  the  cane  would  be 
available  to  that  person  in  case  of  evacuation  of  an 
aircraft  in  an  ememncy  sHuatioa  The  NPRM  was  pub¬ 
lished  November  13.  1980.  The  comment  period  closed 
January  12.  1981  (45  FR  75138).  The  amendment  was 
published  July 23.  1981  (46  FR  38043). 

WUHam  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Action  complete. 

Size  of  Registration  Marks— (For- 
merN  Modification  of  Aircraft 
Registration  Markings)  (Docket 
No.  20424). 

Proposed  amendment  to  increase  height  of  markings  from  3 
inches  to  12  tiiches  on  certain  fixed-wing  aircraft,  de¬ 
crease  height  of  marktitgs  from  20  inches  to  3  inches  on 
airships  ara  balloorrs,  aid  retain  the  3-ir)ch  height  of 
markings  on  experimental  amateur-buiit.  arxl  experknental 
exhibition  aircraft  NPRM  published  July  31, 1980  (45  FR 
50810).  The  comment  pe^  was  extended  until  Novem¬ 
ber  28. 1980  (46  FR  64207)  (14CFR39). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-6716 

FR  October  1981. 

Special  Airport  Traffic  Area  and 
Communication  Rule. 

Proposed  amendments  to  establish  special  ^rport  traffic 
aeas  for  certain  Canadian  airports  that  are  ar^cent  to 
the  U.8.-Canadian  border  and  which  have  operating  air 
traffic  control  towers;  the  amendments  would  also  require 
aircraft  communications  wHh  those  towers  whOe  operating 
In  the  area.  The  NPRM  was  ptMished  April  7,  1981  (46 
FR  24199).  The  comment  period  doses  June  30,  1981. 
(14  CFR  Part  93). 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

FR  December  1981. 

Export  Airworthiness  Approvals 
(Docket  No.  17502). 

Petition  for  rulemaking  to  amend  §  21.339(a)  to  aHow  re¬ 
stricted  category  aircraft  to  be  eligible  for  special  export 
airworthiness  approvals  and  to  amerKf  the  restricted  cate¬ 
gory  civil  aircraft  operating  limHations.  The  NPRM  No. 
80-20  was  published  November  20. 1980  (45  FR  76868). 
The  comment  period  closed  January  19,  1981.  (14  CFR 
Part  21). 

Wimam  J.  Sullivan. 
(202)  755-8716 

FRAriffusflSSI. 

PHot  Heat  Indication  Systems 
(Docket  No.  18904). 

Petition  to  amend  the  rides  to  require  installation  of  pHot 
heat  indicating  systems  only  on  transport  category  air¬ 
planes  operated  for  hire.  A  summary  of  the  petition  was 
publish^  on  October  18,  1979  (44  FR  60107).  The 
comment  period  closed  November  14,  1979.  The  NPRM 
No.  80-27 wee  published  Januaty  2. 1981  (46  FR  00076). 
The  comment  period  closed  March  5,  1981.  (14  CFR 
Parts  91, 121, 123,  and  135). 

Wdtiam  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

FR  Augusf  1981. 

Pyrotechnic  Devices  for  Certain 
Over-Water  Flights  (Docket  No. 
18904). 

Petition  to  establish  minimum  standards  for  pyrotechnic 
signaling  devices  required  for  certain  overwater  oper¬ 
ations.  This  action  would  require  these  devices  to  at  least 
meet  U.S.  Navy  Weapons  System  Specifications  WS 
13697B.  A  summary  of  the  petition  was  published  on 
October  18,  1979  (44  FR  60107).  The  comment  period 
closed  November  14. 1980.  (14  (JFR  Parts  91,  121,  and 
135). 

WiHiam  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

Prdect  cancelled. 
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FAA  Access  to  Right  Data  Re¬ 
corder  and  Cockpit  Voice  Re¬ 
corder  Tapes  (Docket  No. 
20661). 

Proposed  amendment  to  allow  the  FAA  to  obtain  flight  data 
recorder  and  cockpit  voice  recorder  information  at  any 
time  at  any  place.  The  information  is  needed  to  study 
human  factor  elements  associated  with  aircraft  operation. 
NPRM  80-14  was  published  August  28,  1980  (45  FR 
57694).  The  comment  period  closed  October  27, 1980.  A 
supplemental  NPRM  was  published  Janueuy  19,  1981  (46 
FR  5506).  The  comment  period  closes  May  18,  1981. 
The  NPRM  was  withdrawn  May  21,  1981  (46  FR  27897). 
(14  CFR  Parts  121  and  135). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Withdrawn. 

Elimination  of  Duties  and  Activi¬ 
ties  Of  Flight  Crewmembers  Not 
Required  for  Safe  Operation  of 
Aircraft  (Docket  No.  20659). 

Prohibits  flight  crewmembers  from  performing  duties  and 
activities  not  required  for  the  safe  operation  of  aircraft 
during  critical  phases  of  flight  NPRM  80-12  was  pub¬ 
lished  August  28,  1980.  (45  FR  57684).  Comment  period 
dosed  October  27,  1980.  The  amendments  were  pub¬ 
lished  January  19,  1981  (46  FR  05500).  Scheduled  to  go 
into  effect  on  May  18,  1981  subject  to  Executive  Ordw 
12291  review.  (14  CFR  Parts  121  and  135).  At  the 
request  of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  a 
postponement  of  the  effective  date  of  this  rule  to  June 
18.  1981,  was  published  on  May  26.  1961  (46  FR  26303), 
and  it  was  posponed  a  second  time  until  July  18.  1981. 
The  second  postponement  was  published  June  25,  1981. 
(46  FR  32863).  A  decision  was  then  made  to  allow  the 
rule  to  go  Into  effect  on  July  18. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Action  complete. 

Airworthiness  Standards:  Aircraft 
and  Products  Design  and  Pro¬ 
cedural  Standards  for  Type 
Certificates,  Type  Certificate 
Amendments  and  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Type  Certificates  (Docket 
No.  20660). 

Proposed  amendments  to  provide  the  FAA  the  means  to 
require  updating  of  safety  standards  for  type  certificates, 
amended  type  certificates,  and  supplemental  type  certifi¬ 
cates.  NPRM  80-13  was  published  August  28,  1980  (45 
FR  57687).  Comment  poiod  extended  until  March  31, 
1981  (45  FR  80434).  The  NPRM  was  withdrawn  May  21. 
1981  (46  FR  27685)  (14  CFR  Parts  21.  39,  and  91).  • 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Withdrawn. 

Noise  Levels  for  Turbojet- 
Powered  Airplanes  and  La^e 
Propeller-Driven  Airpismes 

(DooketNo.  16231). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency’s  proposed  revision  to 
FAR  36  requiring  further  reductions  in  noise  levels  of 
subsonic  aircraft  The  amendment  was  rx/blished  June 
29.  1981  (46  FR  33454). 

Richard  Tedrick, 

(202)  755-9027 

Action  complete. 

Acoustical  Change  Definition 
(Docket  No.  20026). 

Proposed  ki  re^nse  to  ATA  petition  (published  March  6, 
1980)  to  define  “acoustical  change"  and  to  limit  its 
applicability  in  maintenance  situations. 

Richard  Tedrick, 

(202)  755-9027 

NPRM  Oc/ober  1981. 

Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA)  San 
Antonio. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  coUision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  Ngher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(202)  426-8488 

Action  terminated. 

Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA)  Buf¬ 
falo. 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(202)  426-8488 

Action  terminated. 

Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA)  New 
'  York  (Modification).  . 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  corv 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  The  NPRM  was  published  January  6, 
1981  (46  FR  2088).  The  comment  period  closed  April  8, 
Wf.  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(202)  426-8783 

To  be  determined 
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V  Summary 
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decision  date 

Terminal  Control  Area  (fCA)  San 
Diego  (Modification). 

Terminai  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminatirtg  the  mix  of  con¬ 
trolled  and  urwontroiled  aircraft  in  a  higher  derrsity  termi¬ 
nal  environment  77te  NPRM  was  putmhed  January  29, 
1981.  The  comment  period  dosed  March  16,  1981.  (46 
FR  9631).  The  arrtendmertt  was  pubnshed  June  29,  1981 
(46  FR  33229).  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S..Wugalter, 

(202)  426-8488 

Action  complete. 

Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA) 
Honolulu  (Modification). 

(Docket  No.  18605/80-APC-6). 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collisiorr-potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  corv 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  The  NPRM  was  pubSshed  April 23,  1981 
(46  FR  23065).  The  comment  period  dosed  June  8. 
1981.  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(20^  426-8783 

To  be  determined 

Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA)  Las 
Vegas  (Modification). 

Terminal  Control  Areas  (TCAs)  are  proposed  to  reduce  the 
midair  collision  potential  by  eliminating  the  mix  of  cotv 
trolled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in  a  higher  density  termi¬ 
nal  environment  (14  CFR  Part  71). 

S.  Wugalter, 

(20^  426-8783 

To  be  determined 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Notices  to 
Airmen  (NOTAMs)  lor  Commu¬ 
nicating  Emergency  Flight 
Rules. 

The  amendment  expressly  established  the  NOTAM  system 
as  an  authorized  means  by  which  emergency  flight  rules 
are  communicated  to  pilots  and  operators.  The  amend¬ 
ment  was  published  March  13,  1981.  (46  FR  16666).  (14 
CFR  Part  91). 

Hal  Becker, 

(202)  426-3656 

Action  complete. 

Exclusive — Use  Requirements 

Supplemental' Air  Carriers  and 
Commercial  Operators  (Docket 
No.  20784). 

The  provisions  in  Section  121.155  of  ttte  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  that  a  supplemental  air  carrier  or  commercial 
operator  may  not  use  any  aircraft  that  it  does  not  have 
the  sole  possession,  corr^  and  use  of  for  fli^t  for  at 
least  6  months.  This  updating  of  the  FederaT  Aviation 
Regulations  would  eliminate,  without  any  derogation  of 
safety,  an  unnecessary  economic  burden  which  the  pres¬ 
ent  rule  imposes  on  this  segment  of  aviatioa  NPRM  81-2 
issued  Jan.  16, 1981.  Comment  period  dosed  March  27, 
1981.  The  amendment  was  published  on  July  9,  1981(46 
FR  35611).  (14  CFR  Part  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Acbon  complete. 

Flight  Operations  Control  Sys¬ 
tems  (Docket  No.  18591). 

Based  upon  a  Transamerica  Airlines  (TIAS)  and  World 
Airways  (WRLS)  joint  petition  for  rule  making,  the  FAA  is 
considering  anterxfing  Part  121  to  allow  among  other 
things  all  operations  to  be  conducted  under  a  fli^t 
operations  control  system.  Advame  Notice  80-16  (14  FR 
67103)  issued  Oct  2,  1980,  pubKshed  the  entire  petition 
and  requested  comments  to  assist  the  FAA  in  determin¬ 
ing  what  if  any  regulatory  proposals  should  be  developed. 
Comment  pe^  closed  Jan.  7,  1981.  Based  on  com¬ 
ments  received  an  NPRM  wM  be  issued  proposing 
changes  to  Part  121  (14  CFR  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan. 
(202)  755-6716 

NPRM  April  1982. 

Standards  and  Certification  for  Is¬ 
suance  of  Airman  Medical  Cer¬ 
tificate  (Docket  No.  21130). 

Proposes  exemption  procedures  for  the  issuance  of  airman 
medical  certificates  to  persons  with  certain  medical  cond'v 
tions  who  do  not  initially  qualify  for  certification  under  the 
medical  standards  in  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations. 
The  NPRM  No.  60-24  was  published  January  2, 1980  (45 
FR  80296).  The  comment  period  on  NPRM  80-24  closed 
Feb.  4,  1981.  A  public  hecvirra  was  held  Feb.  3-4, 1081. 
(14  CFR  Pat  67). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

TH  October 

Review:  Rotorcraft  Review 

Notice  No.  2— Systems. 

This  notice  is  the  second  of  a  series  of  notices  that 
propose  to  add  new  airworthiness,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  standards  for  rotorcraft  This  particula  notice  pro¬ 
poses  changes  to  Parts  27,  29,  and  91  and  deals  only 
with  the  flight  controls  and  associated  systems  on  rotor¬ 
craft.  (14  CFR  Parts  27,  29,  and  91). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 
(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  December 
1981. 
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Review:  Rotorcraft  Review 

Notice  No.  3— Powerplants. 

This  notice  is  the  third  of  a  series  of  notices  to  be  issued  as 
p^  of  the  FAA’s  comprehensive  Rotorcraft  Regulatory 
Review  Program.  This  notice  contains  proposals  which 
would  amend  and  update  the  engine  and  related  equip¬ 
ment  certification  requirements  in  Parts  27  and  29  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations.  (14  CFR  Parts  27  and  29). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  January  1982. 

Review:  Rotorcraft  Review 

Notice  No.  4— Airframe. 

This  is  the  fourth  of  a  series  of  notices  to  be  issued  as  part 
of  the  FAA's  comprehensive  Rotorcraft  Regulatory 
Review  Prograra  This  notice  contains  proposals  which 
would  amend  and  update  the  airframe  and  related  equip¬ 
ment  requirements  in  Parts  27  and  29  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  (14  (^R  Parts  27  and  29). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  May  1982. 

Review:  Rotorcraft  Review 

Notice  No.  5— Operations  and 
Maintenance. 

1 

This  is  the  fifth  of  a  series  of  notices  to  be  issued  as  part  of 
the  FAA’s  comprehensive  Rotorcraft  Regulatory  Review 
Program.  This  notice  contains  proposals  which  would 
amend  and  update  the  operations  arxi  maintenance  re¬ 
quirements  pertaining  to  rotorcraft  and  covered  in  Parts 
43,  45,  61.  91,  121,  127,  133,  and  135  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  Part  1  would  also  be  amended  to 
add  a  definition  of  a  Class  D  rotorcraft-load  combination. 
(14  CFR  Parts  43,  45,  61.  91. 121, 127, 133,  and  135). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  December 
1981. 

'Added  Instrument  Rating 
(Docket  No.  22051). 

This  notice  proposes  to  amend  the  rules  governing  the 
requirements  for  the  issuance  of  an  original  or  additional 
instrument  rating  onto  an  airman  certificate.  The  proposal 
would  delete  the  requirement  for  an  individual  to  acquire 
cross-country  experience  in  a  specific  category  of  aircraft 
The  NPRM  was  published  August  10.  1981  (46  FR 
40646).  The  comment  period  closes  October  10,  1981. 
(14  CFR  Part  61). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

FR  July  1982. 

'Transport  Category  Airplanes— 
Cabin  Ozone  Concentratioa 

This  proposed  amendment  would  exempt  operators 'of 
"ca^o-onl/*  aircraft  and  narrow-body  two-  and  three- 
engine  aircraft  from  installing  ozone  equipment  or  estab¬ 
lishing  ozone  avoidance  procedures.  (14  CFR  Parts  25 
and  121). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

'Major  Repairs  (Docket  No. 
21988). 

This  notice  proposes  certain  actions  which  win  improve 
understanding  of  the  term  “major  repair”  and  corollary 
terms  used  in  relation  to  maintenance  and  repair  proce¬ 
dures  for  aircraft,  airframes,  aircraft  engines,  propellers, 
and  appliances.  NPRM  61-10  was  published  July  23, 
1961  (46  FR  38054).  (14  CFR  Part  43). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

FR  July  1982. 

'Airman  and  Repair  Station  Certi¬ 
fication  for  Foreign  Nationals. 

This  proposed  rule  would  establish  a  regulatory  needs 
requirement  and  schedule  of  fees  for  issuance  of  airmen 
and  repair  station  certificates  to  foreign  nationals  at  over¬ 
seas  locations.  (14  CFR  Pts.  61,  63,  65,  67,  145  and 
187).  The  NPRM  was  published  August  10,  1981  (46  FR 
40529).  The  comment  period  closes  10/10/81. 

Kathleen  W.  Gorman, 
(202)  426-3230 

FR  October  1981. 

'Flight  Crewmember  Right  Time 
Limitations  and  Rest  Require¬ 
ments. 

Proposed  amendment  to  revise  the  flight  time  limitations 
and  rest  requirements  for  flight  crewmembers  utilized  by 
domestic,  flag,  and  supplemental  air  carriers,  commercial 
operators,  air  taxi  operators,  and  scheduled  air  carriers 
with  heli^ters.  The  complexity  of  the  current  rule  has 
required  numerous  interpretations  and  has  been  a  bur- 
dansome  requirement  A  proposal  is  to  be  developed 
which  is  both  less  complex  and  less  burdensome  in 
compliance  with  Executive  Order  12291.  (14  CFR  Parts 
121  and  135). 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

NPRM  November 
1981. 
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Other 

Items: 

Part  95  Insfrument  Flight  Rules 
Altitudes. 

2500 . 

Don  Tuna, 

(202)  426-8277 

October  1, 
1981-September 

30,  1982. 

300 . 

Jack  McGrath, 

(202)  426-8192 

October  1, 
1981-September 

30,  1982. 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures. 

2800 . . . 

Don  Tuna, 

(202)  426-8277 

October  1, 

1981-September 

30.  1982. 

Airspace  Actions . 

525 . . . 

S.  Wugalter, 

(202)  A26-8783 

October  1, 
1981-September 

30,  1982. 

FHWA 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Major 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC  OPERATIONS 

1 

Buy  America  Requirements 
(Docket  No.  78-35). 


Geometric  Design  Criteria  for  Re¬ 
surfacing,  Restoration,  and  Re¬ 
habilitation  (RRR)  of  Streets 
and  Highways  Other  Than 
Freeways  (Docket  No.  80-3). 


A.  Description:  This  amendment  to  an  existing  regulation 
would  establish  provisions  for  the  protection  of  domestic 
structural  steel  on  construction  projects  with  an  estimated 
cost  of  $450,000  or  mora  This  entry  has  been  moved  to 
"Significant  RegulatiOfJS— Other"  portion  of  Agenda. 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  contain  criteria  irv 
tended  to  provide  additional  flexibility  in  some  of  the 
basic  geometric  features  of  design,  primarily  those  in 
which  modification  would  result  in  appreciable  savings  in 
costs  and  other  impacts  while  improving  safety. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  is  considered  significant 
because  the  adoption  of  new  design  criteria  specifically 
for  RRR  projects  has  proven  to  be  controversial. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 


D.  Need:  To  implement  the  1976  amendment  to  23  U.S.C. 
101  redefining  “construction'’  to  include  resurfacing,  res¬ 
toration,  and  rehabilitation.  Geometric  design  criteria  are 
needed  to  effectively  administer  a  RRR  program  for 
preservation  work  on  the  Federal-aid  highway  systems. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  23  U.S.C.  101,  109,  315,  and  402:  49  CFR 
1.48(b). 


Kenneth  L  Ziems, 
(202)  426-4847 


ANin  R.  Cowan  or 
Kenneth  Davis, 
(202)426-0312 


FR  October  1981. 
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F.  Chronology:  An  ANPRM  published  August  25,  1977,  (42 
FR  42876)  offered  three  alternatives.  A  Notice  published 
October  28,  1977  (42  FR  56751)  extended  the  comment 
period  for  the  ANPRM  to  November  22,  1977.  A  notice  of 
withdrawal  of  the  ANPRM  was  published  January  9,  1978 
(43  FR  2734).  Because  of  the  adverse  comments,  all 
alternatives  were  rejected  and  FHWA  decided  to  develop 
a  new  set  of  criteria  for  Resurfacing,  Restoration,  and 
Rehabilitation  (RRR)  projects.  An  NPRM  was  published 
on  August  23,  1978  (43  FR  37556).  A  correction  to  the 
NPRM  was  published  September  12,  1978  (43  FR 
40539).  A  Notice  published  on  October  19,  1978  (43  FR 
48658)  extended  the  comment  period  for  the  NPRM  to 
January  4.  1979.  On  May  23,  1979  (44  FR  29921)  FHWA 
published  as  a  Notice  a  status  report  on  the  creation  of 
an  internal  task  force  appointed  to  evaluate  comments 
received  on  the  NPRM  arxl  make  recommendations  to 
the  Administrator.  Another  NPRM  proposing  a  more  flexi¬ 
ble  approach  was  published  on  Januaiy  5,  1981  (46  FR 
1228).  A  public  meeting  was  held  on  February  3,  1981. 
The  public  comment  period  dosed  on  May  5,  1981,  and 
the  comments  received  are  now  under  evaluation.  It 
should  also  be  noted  that  the  Presidential  Task  Force  on 
Regulatory  Relief  has  identified  the  existing  design  criteria 
regulation  for  regulatory  review. 

G.  Citation:  23  CFR  pt.  625 . 


FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER  SAFETY  REGULATIONS 

Minimum  Cab  Space  Dimensions  A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  specify  minimum  size  Gerald  J.  Davis, 
(Docket  No.  MC-79).  for  the  cab  portion  of  the  regulated  commercial  .vehicles  (202)  426-976 


for  the  cab  portion  of  the  regulated  commercial  .vehicles 
manufactured  after  a  certain  date. 

B:  Why  Significant  This  proposal  has  the  potential  of 
being  costly  if  extensive  changes  to  cab  configuration 
become  necessary. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 


(202)  426-9767 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


D.  Need:  Changes  in  truck  tectmology  and  maximum  limita¬ 
tion  on  size  by  States  have  led  to  the  development  of 
reduced  cab  wace  in  favor  of  increased  cargo  space  to 
remain  within  State  length  limitations.  The  impact  on  safe 
operations  and  driver  workplace  may  be  negatively  affect¬ 
ed. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  304  and  1655 . 

F.  Chronology:  An  ANPRM  was  issued  on  February  14, 
1978  (43  FR  6273).  Comment  period  closed  on  July  14, 
1978.  A  review  of  present  cab  sizes  was  conducted  and 
a  report  issued  on  February  27,  1980.  No  further  action 
anticipated  until  additional  research  is  completed;  earliest 
possible  action  will  not  occur  within  the  next  12  months. 


Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  393. 


tMinimum  Levels  of  Rnancial  Re-  A.  Description:  Section  30  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  Gerald  Davis, 


sponsibility. 


1980,  Pub.  L.  96-296  (signed  July  1,  1980)  gives  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  the  statutory  authority  to 
modify,  by  regulation,  the  minimum  levels  of  financial 
responsibility  for  motor  carriers  within  1  year  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Act 


(202)  426-9767 


Action  complete. 
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i 

tReview;  Hours  of  Service  of 
Drivers  {Docket  No.  MC-70-1). 

B.  Why  Significant  It  has  been  determined  that  this  pro¬ 
posal  may  have  substantial  impact  on  the  motor  carrier  or 
Insurance  industry. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  The  purpose  of  the  financial  responsibility  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  Act  is  to  create  incentives  for  the  motor 
carrier  industry  to  focus  on  the  safety  aspects  of  highway 
transportation  and  to  assure  the  gene^  pubiic  mat  a 
motor  carrier  maintains  an  adequate  level  of  financial 
responsibility  sufficient  to  satisfy  claims  covering  public 
liability,  property  damage,  and  envirorunental  restoration. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  The  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  19B0,  Pub.  L 
96-296  Section  30.  , 

F.  ChroiK>logy:  An  ANPRM  was  published  on  August  28, 
1980  (45  re  57676).  An  NPRM  was  published  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20,  1981  (46  FR  8186).  The  comment  period  dosed 
on  April  12,  1981.  The  final  nde  was  published  on  June 
11,  1981  (46  FR  3094),  and  became  effective  Jdy  1, 
1991. 

G.  Citation:  9  CFR  367 . 

A.  Description:  The  Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA)  has  considered  a  revision  of  the  regulations 
pertainfog  to  hours  of  service  limitations  for  commercial 
vehicle  drivers  engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

B.  Why  Significant  A  proposal  could  be  controversial  and 
could  have  a  major  cost  impact  on  the  motor  carrier 
industry. 

C.  AnatysiK  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  FHWA  has  considered  dtis  action  in  response  to 
petitions  and  requests  from  public  interest  groups,  labor 
organizations,  and  irKitvidual  drivers  for  the  revi^n  of 
these  regulations. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  304  and  1655 . 

F.  Chronology:  An  ANPRM  which  stated  that  FHWA  was 
considering  an  extensive  review  of  the  Hours  of  Service 
of  Drivers  reguiation  was  published  on  February  12, 1976 
(Docket  M^70,  Notice  76-14,  41  FR  6275).  A  second 
ANPRM  was  issued  on  May  22,  1978  (43  FR  21905) 
setting  forth  three  plarts  for  comments.  A  notice  of  pubiic 
hearings  was  published  August  29,  1978  (43  FR  38608). 
Public  hearings  were  held  in  7  major  cities.  A  request  for 
comment  relatirig  to  this  regulation  was  issued  on  Janu¬ 
ary  14,  1980  (45  FR  5781)  based  on  a  petition  fUed  by 
owner  operators  requesting  longer  drivirig  and  working 
hours.  Petition  deniM  on  December  15,  1980l  Based 
upon  the  results  of  analytical  research,  FHWA  has  decid¬ 
ed  that  further  rulemaking  action  Is  not  warranted  at  this 
time.  A  docket  dosing  notice  was  published  on  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1981  (46  FR  44198).  The  recordkeepkig  reqdre- 
ments  imposed  by  the  currertt  regulation  wm  be  the 
subfed  of  a  separate  rdemaking  action. 

CL  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  395 . . 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

IMthdrawn.' 
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PLANNING 


Review:  Urban  Transportation 
Planning  Process:  Transporta¬ 
tion  Improvement  Program. 


A.  Description:  Revised  tins!  regulations  were  issued  on 
July  30,  1981  (46  FR  40170f.  Thesa  regulations  vnthdrew 
the  final  regulations  issued  on  January  19,  1981  (46  FR 
5702),  ana  included  only  those  imposed  revisions  that 
are  intended  to  (1)  rerktce  redtape  and  simpSfy  acfininis- 
fiation  of  the  planning  process,  ep)ecMly  for  meas  under 
200,000  pofkiiation.  (2)  Incorporate  recent  fogislattve 
changes,  and  (3)  datlfy  the  purpose  of  Transportation 
System  Management  (TSM)  and  other  aspects  of  the 
planning  process. 


FHWA  Sam  Rea, 
(202)  426-2961 
UMTABob 
Kirkland,  (202) 
426-4991 


B.  Why  Significant:  These  are  significant  regulations  sirrce 
they  significantly  impact  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration  (UMTA)  and  involve  important  Departmertt 
policy. 


,  C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . 

D.  Need:  Continuing  review  has  Merdified  areas  where 
added  flexibility  will  not  impair  effectiveness  and  recent 
national  policies  and  statutory  changes  need  to  be  imple¬ 
mented. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  23  U.S.C.  104(fK3).  134  and  315 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  recommendations  of  the  FHWA  Regu¬ 
lation  Reduction  Task  Force  were  adopted  in  October 
1977.  The  Surface  Transportation  Aseistance  Act  of  1978 
was  enacted  on  November  6, 1978.  Following  agreement 
with  UMTA  and  EPA,  insofar  as  air  quafity  is  concerned, 
proposed  regulatory  changes  wB  be  prepared.  An  NPRM 
was  issued  on  October  30,  1980  (45  FR  71990)  and  a 
final  rule  on  January  19.  1981  (46  FR  5702).  Effective 
date  delayed  until  March  31,  1961  (46  FR  10706)  for 
review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  An  additionai  90 
days  was  provided  by  notice  of  March  30,  1981  (46  FR 
19233)  and  an  addittonal  30  days  delay  was  provided  by 
notice  of  June  30,  1981  (46  w  3351^.  The  need  for 
future  revisions  to  these  regulations  will  be  considered  on 
the  basis  of  results  of  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
urban  transportation  planning  process,  lefpslafive  action, 
and  the  experience  gained  under  these  relations. 


a  Citation:  23  CFR  pL  450,  Subpt  A  and  C.  49  CFR  613 
(FHPM  4-4-2  and  4-4-6). 


RIGHT-OF-WAY  AND  ENVIRONMENT 


Action  complete. 


Review:  Outdoor  Advertising 
Control  arKi  Acquisition. 


A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  provide  a  definition  of  M^on  Laible, 
“effective  control”  of  outdoor  advertising  as  required  by  (202)  245-0021 
23  U.S.C.  131.  it  would  also  set  further  requirements  for 
signs  exempt  from  control  under  the  statute  and  establish 
the  basic  framework  for  State  development  of  police 
power  regulations  and  procedures.  The  regulation  would 
also  outline  the  requirements  for  Federal  participation  in 
the  acquisition  of  compensable  rranoonforming  outdoor 
advertising  devices. 


B.  Why  Significant:  This  proposal  may  involve  substantial 
public  interest,  is  controversial  ana  involves  important 
departntental  policy. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation 


To  be  withdrawn. 


/ 
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Review:  Air  Quality  Guidelines.. 


D.  Need:  This  regulaten  is  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
of  national  uniformity  in  the  outdoor  advertising  control 
program.  Since  23  U.S.C.  131  is  regulatoiy  in  nature,  ft  is 
necessary  to  establish  arxf  maintain  minimum  Federal 
program  requirements. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  23  U.SXX  131, 146.  and  315: 49  CFR  1.48.... 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposal  involves  the  consolidation  of 
two  existing  regulatens.  23  CFR  pL  750.  subpts.  O  and 
G,  and  one  interim  regulation  23  CFR  pt  750.  subpt  E. 
The  regulations  have  been  in  ^fect  sirK»  September  16. 
1975  and  J<^  29, 1974.  respecbveiy.  The  interim  regula¬ 
tions  have  been  in  effect  since  October  18.  1976.  The 
proposed  consolidation  will  be  issued  as  an  NPRM.  An 
ANPRM,  published  April  30,  1979,  (44  FR  25387)  and  a 
Notice,  published  May  17.  1979.  <44  FR  2894^  an¬ 
nounced  public  hearings  as  part  of  an  overall  review  of 
the  Highway  Beautificiriion  Program.  These  currently  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  may  be  modified  as  a  result  of  this 
review.  A  Notice  publM^  Juite  15, 1979  (44  FR  34516) 
announced  a  hearing  site  change  and  a  change  in  hear¬ 
ing  procedures.  On  Jutm  25,  1979  (44  FR  37100),  a 
Notice  announced  amendments  to  the  Hlghw^  Beautifi¬ 
cation  Act  by  the  Surface  Transportation  Assistance  Act 
of  1978.  A  Notice  published  on  July  12,  1979  (44  FR 
40781)  annoufwed  the  establishment  of  a  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  on  Outdoor  Advertising  and  Motorist 
tnformation.  On  July  23.  1979  (44  FR  43236).  a  Notice 
announced  the  availability  of  a  report  on  Directional  and 
Informational  Sign  Standards  and  ^sterns.  This  report  is 
to  be  considered  as  part  of  the  reassessment  of  the 
Highway  Beautification  Program.  No  further  action  antici¬ 
pated  until  Advisory  Cornmittoe  submds  recommenda- 
tiorte;  earVest  possible  action  will  not  occur  within  the 
next  year.  This  proposal  is  being  whhdram)  at  this  tme 
because  no  action  can  be  taken  until  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Advisory  Committee  have  been  fully  consid¬ 
ered. 

a  Citation:  23  CFR  pL  750.  subpt  C(FHPM  7-6-2) _ 

A.  Description:  This  regulation,  which  was  developed  joint¬ 
ly  with  UMTA,  establishes  administrative  procedures  re¬ 
garding:  (1)  conformity  of  highway  plans,  programs,  and 
proj^ts  with  air  quality  implementation  plans,  and  (2) 
priority  for  highway  improvements  with  air  qualiW  benefits. 
This  regulation  is  a  revision  of  misting  Air  Qunity  Guide¬ 
lines. 


B.  Why  SignHicanb  This  Regulation  is  cortsidered  signifi¬ 
cant  because  it  affects  another  Federal  agency  and  may 
be  controversial. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation - 

Dl  Need:  Currently,  permanent  admirwstralive  procedures 
on  funding  sanctions,  priority  of  highway  improvements 
with  air  quality  benefits,  and  conformity  of  highway  plans, 
programs,'  and  projects  with  a'lr  quality  iitpismentalion 
plans  are  lacking  even  though  the  existing  Air  Qualify 
Guidelines  were  amended  on  November  19^  1979  (44  FR 
66193)  to  provide  interim  procedures.  These  regulations 
are  a  result  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977 
which  became  law  in  August  1977. 


FHWA.Aasse/7. 

Chaves, 

(202)  426-4836, 

[MTAJocetyn 

Karp, 

(20Sg  426-1906,  or 
James  Getzewich, 
(20ef  426-4991 


Withdrawn. 
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E.  Legal  Basis:  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977.  (42 
U.S.C.  7401). 

F.  Chronology.  A  joint  EPA/FHWA  Notice  on  Sec.  176(a) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments,  which  covers  only 
project  approval  sanctions,  was  published  June  11,  1979 
(44  FR  33473).  Interim  procedures  were  published  No¬ 
vember  19, 1979  (44  FR  66193).  An  interim  final  rule  was 
pubHshed  on  January  26,  1981  (46  FR  8426).  Public 
comments  were  requested  and  the  docket  closed  July  27, 
1981.  Future  revisions  to  this  rule  will  be  considered 
based  i^ton  the  results  of  a  priority  review  of  air  quality 
requirements  and  a  review  of  comments  submitted  to  the 
docket  No  action  is  anticipated  on  this  rule  within  the 
next  12  months. 

&  Citation:  23  CFR  pt  770.  (FHPM  7-7-9) . . . 

fMinimum  Levels  of  Rnancial  Re¬ 
sponsibility. 

A.  Description:  Section  30  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of 
1980,  Pub.  L  96-296  (signed  July  1,  1980)  gives  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  the  statutory  aunwity  to 
modify,  by  regulation,  the  minimum  levels  of  financial 
responsibility  for  motor  carriers  within  1  year  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Act  This  entry  has  been  moved  to  “Signiti- 
cant  Regulations:  Major”  portion  of  agenda. 

Gerald  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

SAFETY 

Employee  Safety  and  Health  A.  Description:  This  regulation  vrould  provide  safety  arxl  Gerald  Davis, 
Standards  (Docket  No.  MC-64).  health  standards  to  govern  employees  engaged  in  the  (202)  426-9767 

operation,  maintenance,  and  loading  and  ur^ding  of  / 
motor  vehicles,  design^  to  eNminate  uncertainty  with 
regard  to  the  jurisdictional  authority  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  (OSHA). 

B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  may  have  a  significant 
impact  on  OSHA. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  These  standards  are  designed  to  eliminate  uncer¬ 
tainty  with  regvd  to  the  jurisdictional  authority  of  the 
OSHA  and  to  improve  safety  and  health  standards  for 
employees  of  motor  carriers. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  304  and  1655 . . . 

F.  Chronology:  An  NPRM  was  issued  March  2,  1978  (43 
FR  8566)  and  the  closing  date  for  the  comment  period 
was  May  31.  1978.  A  notice  on  June  9,  1978  (43  FR 
25145)  extended  the  comment  period  to  June  30,  1978. 

As  a  result  of  the  analysis  of  ttw  comments,  another 
NPRM  is  being  considered.  No  further  action  is  anticipat¬ 
ed  within  the  next  12  months. 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  399 . 

Requirements  A.  Description:  This  amendment  to  an  existing  regulation  Kenneth  L  Ziems, 
(Docket  No.  78-35).  would  establish  provisions  for  the  protection  of  domestic  (202)  426-4847 

structural  steel  on  construction  projkls  with  an  estimated 
cost  of  $450,0(X)  or  more. 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  regulation  involves  a  matter  which  ^ 
may  become  controversial  or  arouse  significant  public 
interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 


Furfiier  action  to  be 
determined. 


FR  January  1982. 
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D.  Need:  This  regulation  is  required  to  implement  the 
provisions  of  Section  401  of  the  Surface  Transportation 
Assistance  Act  of  1978. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  401  of  the  Surface  Transportation 
Assistance  Act  of  1978:  P.L  95-599. 

F.  Chronology:  A  final  regulation  was  issued  under  emer¬ 
gency  procedures  on  November  17, 1978  (43  FR  53717). 
FHWA  asked  for  comments,  and  the  comment  period 
closed  on  January  17,  1979.  An  emergency  amendment 
to  the  existing  final  rule  was  piMished  on  November  17, 
1980  (45  FR  75643)  in  order  to  implement  a  recent  court 
order.  An  NPRM  was  published  on  November  24,  1980 
(45  FR  77456).  The  comment  period  closed  on  January 
23,  1981.  In  accordance  with  EO.  12291,  FHWA  has 
conducted  a  prk^  review  of  tt)is  controversial  refla¬ 
tion.  The  regulation  has  been  reclassified  as  a  rton-major 
significant  regulation  because  the  major  economic  impact 
($100  million  annual)  earlier  expected  was  not  verifiable, 
and  FHWA  is  unable  to  support  the  dakn  that  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  inflationary  or  to  determine  the  amount  of  trade 
diverted.  Also,  the  Federatstid  highway  program  uses  less 
than  one-half  of  one  percent  of  total  U.S.  conswnption  of 
steel. 


G.  Citation:  23  CFR  835.410 . 


*Hours  of  Service  of  Drivers;  Driv-  A.  Description:  The  Federal  Highway  Administration  is  Gerald  J.  Davis, 


ers’  Logs. 


proposing  possible  alternatives  to  the  drivers’  log  record¬ 
keeping  requirement  used  to  enforce  the  hours  of  service 
rules. 

B.  Why  Significant:  The  drivers’  log  is  a  major  paperwork 
burden  item,  and  is  preserrtiy  the  key  means  of  enforcing 
a  major  safety  rule. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulation  Evaluation . . . 

D.  Need:  This  action  is  part  of  the  Administration’s  efforts 
to  reduce  administrative  burdens. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  304 . . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  expected  to  be  published  November 
1981. 


(202)  426-9767 


NPRM  November 
1981. 


G.  Citation:  49  CFR  Part  396.. 


'Highway  Safety  Programs:  De¬ 
termination  of  Effectiveness. 


A.  Description:  NHTSA  and  FHWA  are  involved  in  a  joint 
rulemaking  to  determine  those  highway  safety  programs 
that  are  the  most  effective  in  reducing  accidents,  iniuries 
and  deaths.  The  objective  is  to  replace  the  current  High¬ 
way  Safety  Program.  The  rulemaking  is  summarized  in 
the  NHTSA  portion  of  this  Agenda. 


ANPRM  September 
1981. 
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GENERAL  MANAGEMENT  AND  ADMINISTRATION 

Rulemaking  Procedures .  The  proposed  rule  would  incorporate  the  Federal  Highway 

Administration’s  redtape  reduction  policy  and  provide  pro¬ 
cedures  for  processing  petKions  for  rulemaking  and  relat¬ 
ed  matters.  , 

Administrative  Hearings .  This  rule  is  proposed  to  provide  a  general  procedure  for 

administrative  hearings.  This  proposed  rule  would  allow 
the  Administrator  to  initiate  administrative  proceedings  on 
discretion,  or  on  complaint,  and  would  govern  procedure 
uTKler  such  proceedings.  (23  CFR  20). 


PAYMENT  PROCEDURES 


Review:  Payroll  and  Related  Ex¬ 
pense  of  Public  Employees: 
General  Administration  and 
other  Overhead:  and  Cost  Ac¬ 
cumulation  Centers  and  Distri¬ 
bution  Methods. 


This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  prescribes  policies 
and  procedures  governing  the  extent  to  which  Federal 
funds  may  participate  in  the  cost  of  salaries  and  wages 
and  related  labor  costs,  incurred  by  public  forces  of  State 
highway  departments,  counties,  cities,  or  other  political 
subdivisions.  Final  rule  published  January  15,  1981  (46 
FR  3501).  Originally  scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on  Febru¬ 
ary  17, 1981.  Effective  date  delayed  until  March  31, 1981 
(46  FR  10706)  for  review  under  E.O.  12291.  (23  CFR  pt. 
140;  FHPM  1-4-5). 


PLANNING 


Review:  Carpool  and  Van  Pool  This  regulation  revision  reflects  the  required  changes 
Projects.  brought  about  by  the  Surface  Transportation  Assistance 

Act  of  1978  plus  related  program  modifications.  NPRM 
published  December  10,  1979  (44  FR  70753).  Final  rule 
published  January  8,  1981  (46  FR  2298).  Effective  date 
delayed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for  review 
under  E.O.  12291,  and  final  mie  was  withdrawn  on  March 
30,  1981  (46  FR  19232)  pending  further  review  under 
E.O.  12291.  (23  CFR  pt.  656:  FHPM  4-8-3). 


Review:  Highway  Planning  Pro¬ 
gram  Administration  (Docket 
No.  78-24). 


This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  would  reflect  recent 
policy  changes  in  management  of  the  highway  planning 
and  research  program,  e.g.,  allowing  separate  projects  for 
components  of  the  program  (urbanized  area  planning, 
statewide  planning,  research  and  development),  and  ap¬ 
plying  matching  rates  to  time  periods  rather  than  a  fiscal 
year  fund,  etc.  NPRM  was  published  January  11,  1979 
(44  FR  2400).  As  a  result  of  comments  received  to  the 
Docket  as  well  as  internal  coordination,  FHWA  is  consid¬ 
ering  combining  this  regulation  with  23  CFR  Part  450, 
Subpart  B,  Metropolitan  Planning  Funds,  since  both  deal 
with  program  administration.  (23  CFR  Part  420,  Subpart  A 
and  Part  450,  Subpart  B;  FHPM  4-1-2-1). 


Review:  Payback  Regulation  Federal  Highway  Administration  regulations  in  23  CFR  Part 
Amendments.  480  prescribe  the  circumstances  under  which  states  must 

repay  the  Federal  Government  for  the  Federal  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  purchase  of  property  for  Interstate  highway 
projects  that  are  later  withdrawn.  Congress,  in  Public  Law 
96-106,  amended  23  U.S.C.  103(e)  to  change  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  repayment  must  be  made.  This 
revision  to  an  existing  rraulation  would  incorporate  the 
legislative  changes  in  23  CFR  Part  480.  NPRM  published 
November  20,  1980  (45  FR  76705). 


Stan  Abramson, 
(202)  426-0761 


Hugh  T.  O’Reilly, 
(202)  426-0780 


J.  E.  Lewis, 

(202)  426-0562 


Barbara  Reichart, 
(202)  426-0210 


R.  B.  Puckett, 
(202)  426-0175 


C.  L.  Shufflebarger, 
(202)426-0404 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


NPRM  1981. 


Action  complete. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


FR  1981. 
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'Economic  Growth  Center  Devel¬ 
opment  Highways. 

This  amendment  deletes  the  requirement  for  preparation  of 
special  studies  following  implementation  of  certain  growth 
center  projects.  Final  rule  published  on  August  20,  1981, 
effective  on  publicatioci  (46  FR  42266);  (23  CFR  490A: 
FHPM  4-8-2). 

Arthur  Balek, 

(202)  426-0570 

Action  complete. 

'Interstate  System  Withdrawal 
and  Substitution  of  Alternative 
Projects. 

This  amendment  to  an  existing  regulation  reflects  a  DOT 
policy  which  prohibits  the  withdrawal  of  and  substitution 
of  mileage  added  to  the  Interstate  System  after  August 
13,  1973,  under  the  provisions  of  23  U.S.C.  103(e)(1). 
This  amendment  is  expected  to  be  published  as  a  final 
rule  in  September  1981. 

C.  L  Shufflebarger, 
(202)  426-0404 

FR  September  1981. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 

Review:  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  (R&D)  Programs  (Docket 
No.  79-21). 

These  revisions  to  existing  regulations  wHt  reduce  unneces¬ 
sary  requirements,  increase  administrative  flexibility  and 
sinni|3lify  procedures  in  R&D  work  furKied  with  Federal-aid 
highway  funds.  An  NPRM  was  published  September  27, 
1979  (44  FR  55766).  (23  CFR  parts  520,  524,  530,  540, 
544  and  560;  FHPM  5-2-1,  5-2-4,  5-4-1,  5-4-3,  and 
5-6-1). 

ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC  (DPERATIONS 

Harry  H.  Hersey, 

(703)  285-2057 

FR  1981. 

Resurfacing,  Restoration  and  Re¬ 
habilitation  (RRR)  Work. 

This  regulation  would  set  forth  policy  and  project  proce¬ 
dures  for  implementing  RRR  prograun  as  it  relates  to 
pavement  design  practices.  (FHPM  6-2-4-2). 

Leon  M.  Noel, 

(202)  426-0327 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Skid  Resistant  Surface 
Design. 

This  regulation  would  set  forth  pavement  design  policy  as  it 
pertains  to  skid  resistance  on  Federal-aid  highway  proj¬ 
ects.  An  NPRM  was  published  April  10,  1960  (45  FR 
24505).  Comments  received  on  NPRM  were  evaluated. 
No  action  is  anticipated  on  this  regulation  within  the  next 
12  months.  (23  CFR  628:  FHPM  6-2-4-3). 

Leon  M.  Noel, 

(202)  426-0327 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

SAlection  of  PevAmAnt  TypA . 

This  regulation  would  set  forth  poHcy  for  the  selection  of 
pavement  type  on  Federal-aid  projects.  ANPRM  pub¬ 
lished  on  August  21,  1980  (45  FR  55763).  (FHPM 
6-2-4-4). 

Leon  M.  Noel, 

(202)  426-0327 

FurUier  action  to  be 

determined. 

Review:  Reimbursement  for  Rail¬ 
road  Work. 

This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  wotM  update  and 
Amplify  certain  selected  policies,  procerkxres  and  require- 
ments  on  reimbursement  to  the  States  for  railroad  work 
done  on  projects  undertaken  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  23  CFR  pt  646  B.  An  NPRM  is  under  preparation 
updating  and  modifying  reimbursement  rates,  lump  sum 
maximum  amount  and  required  insurance  atverage  provi¬ 
sions.  (23  CFR  140;  FHPM  1-4-6). 

J.  A.  Carney, 

(202)  426-0104 

NPRM  October  1961. 

Review:  Design  and  Construction 
Criteria  for  Bikeway  Construc¬ 
tion  (Docket  No.  79^). 

This  regulation  establishes  design  and  construction  guide¬ 
lines  for  bikeways.  ANPRM  published  on  February  8, 
1979  (44  FR  7979).  NPRM  published  August  4,  1980  (45 
FR  51720).  No  action  is  anticipated  on  this  regulation 
within  the  next  6  months.  (23  CFR  pts.  652  and  663). 

Richard  Lemieux, 

(202)  426-0314 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Design  Standards  for 
Highways  (Docket  No.  80-2). 

This  regulation  would  amend  the  existing  geometric  design 
standards  for  highways  for  new  construction  and  major 
reconsbuction  of  federal-^  highways  by  replacing  sever¬ 
al  publications  incorporated  by  reference  in  23  QfR  Part 
625  with  a  single  new  publicatioa  Public  comments  were 
requested  on  the  geometric  design  criteria  as  presented 
in  a  draft  of  the  new  publication. 

Wilson  B.  Harkins, 
(202)426-0313 

FR  Fan  1962. 
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"A  Policy  on  Geometric  Design  of  Highways  and  Streets” 
prepared  by  the  American  Association  of  State  Highway 
and  Transportation  Officials.  Comments  received  as  a 
result  of  NPRM  published  February  14,  1980  (45  FR 
10236)  have  been  evaluated  and  recommended  changes 
submitted  to  AASHTO  for  consideration.  It  should  also  be 
noted  that  the  Presidential  Task  Force  on  Regulatory 
Relief  has  identified  the  existing  design  criteria  rule  for 
regulatory  review.  (46  FR  2772^.  Notice  regarding  status 
of  proposed  rule  published  November  17,  1980  (45  FR 
75690)  indicates  ^rther  rulemaking  action  is  not  anticipat¬ 
ed  before  Fall  1982.  (23  CFR  Part  625,  FHPM  6-2-1 -1). 

Design  and  Construction  Require¬ 
ments  for  Highway  Pedestrian 
Overpasses  and  Underpasses. 

This  regulation  would  develop  standards  for  the  design  and 
construction  of  pedestrian  overpasses  and  underpasses 
for  accessibility  and  usability  by  physicaily  handicapped 
persons  (per  March  7,  1979,  Agreements  with  Architec¬ 
tural  and  Transportation  Barriers  Compliance  Board).  This 
regulation  would  follow  the  completion  of  the  research  in 
progress  titled  “Design  Guidelines  to  Make  Crossing 
Structures  Accessible  to  the  Physically  Hemdicapped.” 
Rulemaking  action  is  not  anticipated  within  the  next  year. 

Ali  Sevin  and  Larry 

King,  (202) 

426-0306  or  Lee 
Burstyn,  (202) 
426-0761 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Traffic  Control  Devices 
on  Federal-Aid  and  Other 
Streets  and  Highways. 

This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  prescnbed  the  poli¬ 
cies  and  procedures  of  FHWA  relative  to  obtaining  basic 
uniformity  in  the  visible  features  and  functioning  df  traffic 
control  devices  on  all  highway  open  to  public  travel  In 
accordance  with  the  Manual  on  Uniform  Traffic  Control 
Devices  for  Streets  and  Highways.  An  NPRM  was  pub¬ 
lished  September  27, 1979  (44  FR  55598).  Rnal  rule  was 
published  January  6, 1981  (46  FR  2038);  originally  sched¬ 
uled  to  go  into  effect  on  January  30, 1981.  Effective  date 
delayed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for  review 
under  E.0. 12291  and  final  rule  was  withdrawn  on  March 
30,  1981  (46  FR  19232)  pending  further  review  under 
EO.  12291.  (23  CFR  pt  655:  FHPM  6-8-3-1). 

Donald  P.  Ryan, 

(202)  426-0411 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Forest  Highways . 

This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  would  update  and 
simplify  administrative  procedures  applicable  to  Forest 
Highway  projects  administered  by  direct  Federal  offices 
and  State  highway  agencies.  The  revisions  will  conform 
to  the  Surface  Transfxxtation  Assistance  Act  of  1978. 
NPRM  published  on  August  25,  1980  (45  FR  56355).  (23 
CFR  pL  660:  FHPM  6-9-2-1). 

R.  C.  Coles, 

(202)  426-0460 

FR  (October  1981. 

Review:  Contract  Procedures 
(Docket  No.  78-16). 

This  revision  to  an  existing  reguiation  would  simplify  Feder¬ 
al-aid  contract  procedures.  NPRM  was  published  on 
August  18,  1978  (43  FR  36685).  (23  CFR  pt.  635:  FHPM 
6^1-6). 

K.  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  General  Materials  Re¬ 
quirements. 

This  regulation  would  simplify  procedures  relating  to  general 
material  requirements  for  Federal-aid  construction  work. 
NPRM  published  January  29,  1981  (46  FR  9642).  No 
action  is  anticipated  on  this  revision  within  the  next  6 
months.  (23  CFR  pt  635:  FHPM  6-4-1-16). 

K.  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

i 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Accommodation  of  Utili¬ 
ties. 

This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  would  update  and 
simplify  policies  and  procedures  for  accommodating  utility 
facilities  on  the  rights-of-way  of  Federal  arid  Federal-aid 
highway  projects.  An  NPRM  was  published  April  17, 1980 
(45  FR  26280).  (23  CFR  pt  645:  FHPM  6-6-3-2). 

J.  A.  Carney, 

(202)  426-0104 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Traffic  Safety  in  Highway 
and  Street  Work  Zones. 

This  proposal  would  modify  existing  requirefnents  to  assure 
a  reduction  in  the  incidence  of  accidents  occurring  where 
two-way  traffic  is  maintained  on  one  roadway  of  a  normal¬ 
ly  divided  highway.  NFRM  published  October  16,  1980 
(45  FR  68663).  (23  CFR  630J:  FHPM  6-4-2-12). 

Kenneth  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

FR  October  1981. 
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Review:  Utility  Relocation,  Adjust- 

This  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  would  update  and 

J.  A.  Carney, 

Further  action  to  be 

ments  and  Reimbursement. 

simplify  the  policies  and  procedures  for  the  adjustment 
and  relocation  of  utility  facilities  on  Federal-aid  highway 
projects  and  projects  under  the  direct  supervision  of  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration.  An  ANPRM  was  pub¬ 
lished  March  8,  1979  (44  FR  12209).  An  NPRM  was 
published  November  20,  1980  (45  FR  76924).  No  action 
is  anticipated  on  this  revision  within  the  next  6  months. 
(23  CFR  pt  645:  FHPM  1-4-4). 

(202)  426-0104 

determined. 

Uniform  Criteria  for  Warning  De¬ 
vices  at  Railroad-Highway 
Grade  Crossings  (Docket  No. 
78-13  and  Docket  No.  80- 1 1). 

This  regulation  would  issue  uniform  nationwide  criteria  for 
the  selection  of  various  types  of  warning  devices  to  be 
installed  at  railroad-highway  grade  crossings.  ANPRM 
published  August  10,  1978  (43  FR  35491)  and  June  12, 
1980  (45  FR  40062).  No  action  is  considered  necessara 
at  this  time.  Withdrawal  notice  to  be  published.  (23  CFR 
625,  646,  and  655). 

Bob  Holland, 

(202)  426-0411 

To  be  withdrawn. 

'Pavement  Structural  Design 
Policy. 

This  revision  to  existing  regulations  will  update  procedures 
dealing  with  rigid  pavement  structural  design  and  partici¬ 
pation.  (23  CFR  625,  626;  FHPM  6-2-1 -1  and  FHPM 
6-.2-4-1). 

Leon  M.  Noel, 

(202)  426-0327 

NPRM  1981. 

'Directional  Signing  for  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  Activi¬ 
ties. 

The  regulation  on  directional  signing  for  Bicentennial  activi¬ 
ties  established  guidelines  for  the  design,  installation,  and 
funding  of  signs  related  to  the  American  Revolution  Bi¬ 
centennial.  Since  the  Bicentennial  activities  have  been 
completed,  the  FHWA  rescinded  the  regulation  on  July  9, 
1981  (46  FR  35502). 

RIGHT-OF-WAY  AND  ENVIRONMENT 

F.  C.  Vandenbroeder, 
(202)  426-0411 

1 

Action  completa. 

Review:  Procedures  for  Abate¬ 
ment  of  Highway  Traffic  Noise 
and  Construction  Noise 

(Docket  No.  78-33). 

This  revision  would  make  substantial  reductions  in  the 
detailed  procedures  and  interpretive  information  in  the 
existing  regulation.  This  is  being  done  pursuant  to  the 
FHWA  Regulation  Reduction  Task  Force  recommenda¬ 
tions.  An  ANPRM  was  published  December  6,  1978  (43 
FR  57161).  (23  CFR  pt  772;  FHPM  7-7-3). 

Jem  A  Reagan, 

(202)  426-4636 

NPRM  1981. 

'Relocation  Assistance;  Revised 
Interest  Payments. 

The  purpose  of  this  proposal  is  to  change  the  discount  rate 
to  be  used  when  computing  an  interest  differential  pay¬ 
ment  for  homeowners  displaced  by  Federal  or  federally 
assisted  highway  projects.  (23  CFR  Part  740). 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY 

Gerald  Starkweather, 
(202)  426-0117 

NPRM  1981. 

Skid  Accident  Reduction  Program .. 

This  rule  would  set  forth  policy  for  development  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  a  program  in  each  State  designed  to  reduce 
the  number  and  severity  of  wet  weather  aa^ents.  No 
action  is  anticipated  within  the  next  6  months.  (FHPM 
8-2-3-1). 

FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER  SAFETY  REGULATIO 

Mike  Burk, 

(202)  426-2131 

^S 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Radioactive  Materials  Routing . 

This  regulation  exempts  radioactive  materials  from  the  rout- 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

Further  action  to  be 

ing  provisions  contained  in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  at  49  CFR  397.9.  This  action  is  nec- 
essaiy  in  order  to  prevent  duplication  of  rules  with 
RSPA's  regulation  on  the  same  subject  Final  Rule  pub¬ 
lished  January  8, 1981  (46  FR  2126);  onginally  scheduled 
to  go  into  effect  on  February  2,  1982.  The  RSPA  rule  is 
now  undergoing  /mority  review  within  the  Department. 

(202)  426-9767 

determined. 
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Toxic  Gases  in  Truck  Cabs 
(Docket  No.  MC-80). 

This  regulation  would  set  maximum  toxic  gas  levels  in  truck 
cabs.  ANPRM  published  January  1978  (43  FR  120). 
NPRM  published  June  18,  1979  (44  FR  34992).  No 
further  action  is  anticipated  within  the  next  12  months. 
(49  CFR  pt  392). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Ambient  Temperature  in  Heavy 
Duty  Truck  Cabs  (Docket  No. 
MC-81). 

This  regulation  would  set  maximum  permissible  ambient 
temperatures  in  truck  cabs.  ANPRM  published  on  Febru¬ 
ary  8, 1978  (43  FR  5397).  No  further  action  is  anticipated 
within  the  next  12  months.  (49  CFR  pt  399). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Compliance  with  Motor 
Carrier  Noise  Standards. 

The  FHWA  is  considering  amending  the  noise  emission 
standards  to  add  a  new  minimum  distarwe  of  31  feet 
from  which  to  measure  highway  noise.  FHWA  is  also 
considering  eliminating  the  correction  factor  which  al¬ 
lowed  a  variance  for  noise  tests  taken  at  hard  sites,  e.g., 
asphalt  compared  to  those  taken  at  soft  sites,  e.g., 
areas.  NPRM  published  April  3,  1980  (45  FR 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Qualification  of  Drivers . 

The  FHWA  Is  considering  revising  the  regulation  which 
provides  that  no  waiver  for  handicapped  drivers  will  be 
granted  to  drivers  of  buses  or  trucks  transporting  hazard¬ 
ous  materials.  Request  for  comments  was  pubnsh^  on 
June  12. 1980  (45  FR  39672).  (49  CFR  391.49). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Assignment  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Ratings  (Docket  No. 
MC-88). 

The  Federal  Highway  Administration  is  responsible  for  de¬ 
termining  and  reporting  to  the  ICC  a  safeW  rating  for  each 
carrier  applicant  seeking  operating  authority  from  the  ICC. 
This  regulation  formalizes  current  procedures.  NPRM 
published  November  23.  1979  (44  FR  67193).  (49  CFR 
pL  385). 

James  Jeglum, 

(202)  426-1724 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Rear  Vision  Mirrors  (Docket 
MC-80). 

This  amendment  would  serve  to  clarify  the  rule  change 
published  May  1.  1979,  and  was  developed  in  response 
to  a  rulemaking  petition.  NPRM  published  on  October  9, 
1980  (45  FR  67107).  No  further  action  is  anticipated 
within  the  next  12  months.  (49  CFR  393). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Inspection,  Repair,  and 
Maintenance— Inspection  Re¬ 
quirements  for  Leased  Vehicles. 

This  proposed  revision  to  an  existing  regulation  wouk) 
exempt  commonly  controlled  motor  vehicles  from  the 
inspection  procedure  for  vehicles  leased  less  than  30 
days.  This  proposal  was  developed  in  response  to  a 
rulemaking  petition.  NPRM  published  on  October  23, 
1980  (45  FR  70288).  No  further  action  is  anticipated 
within  the  next  6  months.  (49  CFR  396). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Disqualifying  Offenses, 
Drugs. 

The  FHWA  is  considering  amending  the  Disqualification  of 
Drivers  regulation  (48  CFR  391.15)  by  reviewing  and 
enlarging  mat  group  of  substances  and  drugs  whose  use 
by  drivers  operating  commercial  motor  vehicles,  is  forbid¬ 
den  and  is  considered  a  disqualifying  offense.  NPRM  j 
published  on  November  24,  1980  (45  FR  77466).  No 
further  action  is  anticipated  within  the  next  12  months. 
(49  CFR  pt  391). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Exemption  from  Prepar¬ 
ing  Driver’s  Daily  Logs  for  Op¬ 
erations  of  Less  Than  10  Hours 
(Docket  No.  MC-70-2). 

This  regulation  would  propose  to  exempt  certain  drivers 
from  preparing  the  driver’s  log  when  they  operate  less 
than  10  hours.  ANPRM  published  on  November  9,  1978 
(43  FR  58418).  NPRM  pubttshed  on  December  15,  1980 
(45  FR  82^1).  (49  Cf^  ^  395).  Further  actiort  to  be 
takert  In  oonjunctkm  with  Drivers’  Log  rulemakina  action 
(See  "Signincant  Regulations:  Ottier"^ portion  ofFHWA’s 
portion  of  the  Agenda.). 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

To  be  withdrawn. 
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Review:  The  Use  of  4-Way 

This  action  will  consider  changing  existing  regulations  to 

Gerak)  J.  Davis, 

Further  action  to  be 

Flashers  on  Slow  Moving  Vehi¬ 
cles. 

allow  the  use  of  4-way  flashers  to  warn  of  potential 
hazards,  and  was  devrloped  in  response  to  a  rutemalang 
petition.  NPRM  pubUshed  on  December  11,  1980  (45  FR 
81621).  No  action  is  anticipated  on  this  change  within  the 
next  12  months. 

(202)  426-9767 

0 

determined. 

i 

Routine  and  Frequent  Nonsignificant  Regulations 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC  OPERATIONS 

Manual  on  Uniform  Traffic  Control 

6 . . . . 

J.  C.  Partlow, 

October 

Devices. 

(202)  426-0411, 

1981~September 

( 

Robert  E  Conner, 

1982. 

(202)  426-0411 

RIGHT-OF-WAY  AND  ENVIRONMENT 

Relocation  Assistance— Moving 

2 . . . . 

Robert  Moore, 

January  ^982-Jufy 

Payments— Moving  Expense 

Schedules. 

(202)  426-0116 

1982. 

FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER  SAFETY  REGULATIO 

hJS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments— 

Gerald  J.  Davis 

April  1982 

Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety 

(202)  426-9767 

Regulations. 
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CoMac, 


INFORMATION  NOTICE 


The  Nahonei  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admirtistration 
(NHTSA)  has  reord^ed  the  items  that  appeared  in  the 
last  /{amda  in  order  to  improve  the  usefulness  of  the 
Agervm  for  those  who  follow  the  NHTSA’s  programs. 
Within  the  categories  of  "Significant  Major,"  “Significant 
Other,"  and  “Nonsigniffcant" proposals  and  regulations 
in  this  Agenda  are  subdMdea  into  three  subject  areas. 
Within  each  of  the  subject  areas,  the  entries  are  listed, 
where  possible,  in  order  of  CFR  section  being  amended 
or  established.  Entries  tor  which  a  CFR  section  has  not 
been  identified  are  listed  at  the  end  of  each  subject  area 
in  the  order  h  which  they  have  been  added  to  the 
Agenda. 

The  first  subject  area  Is  "Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 

>  Standards.^  The  largest  number' of  entries  ate  in  this 
area.  These  entries  are  listed  by  order  of  the  safety 
standard  being  amended  or  established,  since  those 
numbers  correspond  to  CFR  section  numbers  In  addition 
to  facilitating  tyilck  location  of  an  entry,  this  reordering 
also  Are«y»  rulemaking  activities  affecbrig  the  same  safety 
standard  together  wifftin  the  Agenda. 

The  second  subject  area  is  "Fuel  Econortty  Standards  and 
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Summary 


Contact 
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FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 


t  Multipiece  Rims  on  Trucks  and 
Buses.  (Docket  No.  71-19). 


A.  Description:  NHTSA  has  examined  the  need  to  issue  a  A.  Malliaris, 
performance  requirement  for  multipiece  rims  because  of  (202)  426-0842 
their  potential  for  explosive  separation.  Action  to  be  with¬ 
drawn  because  it  would  result  in  substantial  costs  with 
minimum  benefits  since  occupational  hazards  in  service 
facilities  for  commercial  tires  have  come  under  regula¬ 
tions  of  OSHA. 


B.  Why  Significant  This  mlemaking  is  considered  signifi¬ 
cant  because  of  the  level  of  interest  shown  by  users  and 
manufacturers  of  these  rims,  and  because  of  the  cost 
impacts. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Analysis. 


D.  Need:  Balance  the  safety  hazards  associated  with  the 
use  of  these  rims  agfunst  the  added  costs  of  using  safer 
single-piece  rirrw  or  improved  multipiece  rims,  with  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  benefits  from  existing  occupational 
safety  regulations. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 


F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  issued  March  5,  1979  (44  FR 
12072). 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  571.120 . 


t  Heavy  Duty  Vehicle  Brake  Sys¬ 
tems  (Formerly  Tmck  and  Trail¬ 
er  Brake  Systems)  (Docket  No. 
79-03). 


A.  Description:  Would  establish  a  new  brake  standard  for  A.  Malliaris, 
an  trucks,  buses  and  trailers  with  a  Gross  Vehicle  Weight  (202)  426-0842 
Rating  (GVWR)  over  10,000  pourKis.  This  standard  would 
replace  Standard  No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems,  and  that 
portion  of  Standard  No.  105,  Hydraulic  Brake  Systems, 
that  applies  to  vehicles  with  a  GVWR  over  10,000 
pounds  It  would  also  establish  new  requirements  for 
heavy  trailers  having  other  than  air-actuated  brakes  In 
developing  the  standard,  the  agency  wiH  consider  com- 
pabbility  with  international  regulations  Research  pro¬ 
grams  in  support  of  this  new  standard  and  possible  future 
upgradings  of  die  standard  will  investigate  such  long-term 
advanced  braking  system  concepts  as  automatic  brake 
adjustors,  load-sensing  proportioning  valves,  air  driers, 
and  retarders  for  heavy  trucks,  buses  and  bailers. 


B.  Why  Significant  This  rule  Is  considered  significant 
because  of  the  level  of  public  and  Congressional  interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Rexi- 
bility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  To  prevent  and  reduce  the  severity  of  accidents 
involving  heavy  vehicles  by  providing  increased  accident 
avoidance  capability. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehide  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

F.  Chrortology:  Two  ANPRM’s  have  been  issued  related  to 
this  rulertiaking.  The  first  was  published  February  15, 
1979  (44  FR  9783).  The  second  was  published  February 
28,  1980  (45  FR  13155). 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  571.121,  49  CFR  571.105 . 


Notice  of  Termination 
October  1981. 


Research  underway. 
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Title 


Occupant  Crash 
(Docket  No.  74-14). 


Protection 


A. 


Summary 


Contact 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


Description:  Delays  for  one  year  the  effective  date  of  Mike  Finkelstein, 
the  first  phase  of  automatic  restraint  requirements  of  (202)  426-0842 
Safety  Standard  No.  208. 


Action  complete. 


B.  Why  Significant  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  impact  on  the  automobile  industry. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  To  take  into  account  changed  economic  circum¬ 
stances  and  reduced  production  plans  for  large  cars 
since  the  Standard  was  adopted  in  1977. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  1392, 1407. 


F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  February  12,  1981  (46  FR 
12033).  Final  rule  published  April  9.  1981  (46  FR  21172). 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  571.208 . . 


^Occupant  Crash  Protection  A.  Description:  Proposes  alternatives  to  the  effective  dates 
(Docket  No.  74-14).  for  the  automatic  restraint  requirements  or  a  rescission  of 

those  requirements. 


Mike  Rnkelstein, 
(202)  426-0842 


B.  Why  Significant  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  impact  on  the  automobile  industry,  and  the 
significant  level  of  public  and  congressional  interest 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis. 


D.  Need:  To  take  into  account  changed  circumstances 
since  the  Standard  was  adopted  in  1977. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  1392, 1407. 


F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  April  9,  1981  (46  FR 
21205).  Comment  period  closed  May  26,  1981.  Public 
meetirigs  held  August  5  and  6, 1981. 


Final  Rule  October 
1981. 


Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  571.208. 


Low  Tire  Pressure  Warning  De-  A.  Description:  Would  require  new  cars  and  light  trucks  to 
vices  (Docket  No.  81-05).  be  equipped  with  devices  to  show  the  driver  that  the 

'  inflation  pressure  is  low  In  one  or  more  of  the  tires. 

Action  withdrawn  because  NHTSA  believes  the  objectives 
of  this  rulemaking  can  better  be  addressed  as  a  consum¬ 
er  information  issue.  NHTSA  will  continue  research  in  this 
area. 


A.  MalKaris, 

(202)  426-0842 


B.  Why  Significant  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  potential  costs. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  To  reduce  the  number  of  accidents  caused  by 
underinflated  tires. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 


F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  published  January  26,  1981.  (46 
FR  8062).  Notice  of  termination  published  August  31, 
1981  (46  FR  43721). 

Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  571 . 


Withckawn. 
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Title 


Summary 


Contact 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


FUEL  ECONOMY  STANDARDS  AND  EXEMPTIONS 


tPasseng^  Automobile  and  Light 
Truck  Fuel  EcorKxny  Rulemak¬ 
ing.  (Docket  No.  FE-80-01). 


A.  Description:  Analysis  to  determine  whether  and  what  Richard  Strombotne. 
fuel  economy  standards  should  be  established  for  the  (202)  426-0846 
time  frame  beyond  MY  1985.  Action  withdrawn  because  — 

NHTSA  -believes  strong  market  demand  for  fuel-efficient 
vehicles  will  continue  and  thereby  make  rulemaking  un¬ 
necessary  in  this  area. 


B.  Why  Sigriificant  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  impact  on  the  automotive  industry,  the 
public,  and  energy  consumption. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Miaiysis. 


D.  Need:  Consenration  of  petroleum . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Sav¬ 
ings  Act  as  amended.  15  U.S.C.  2002.  as  amended.  15 

,  U.S.C.  2002.  Sec.  502(a)(4). 

F.  Chronology:  ANP.RM  published  January  26.  1981.  (46 
FR  8056).  Notice  withdrawing  ANPRM  ptAkshed  Apnl  16, 
1981  (46  FR  22243). 

Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  Parts  531  and 533 . . . 


Action  withdrawn 


REGULATIONS, OTHER  THAN  SAFETY  STANDARDS  AND  FUEL  ECONOMY 


STANDARDS/EXEMPTIONS 


Bumper  Standard  (Docket  No.  A.  DewhpVioni  NHTSA  has  performed  an  evaluation  of  the 
73-19).  burrjper  standard  in  terms  of  costs  artd  benefits.  In  1979 

NHTSA  issued  a  report  that  concluded  that  the  existing 
standard  was  justified.  Based  on  the  new.  evaluation  of 
the  bumper  standard,  published  in  April  1981,  NHTSA  wifi 
propose  to  amend  the  bumper  standard  to  reduce  or 
eliminate  the  impact  speed  requirements  while  retaining 
the  bumper  height  requirements. 


Michael  Brownlee. 
(202)  426-1740 


B.  Why  Significant  This  rulemaking  is  considered  signifi¬ 
cant  because  of  the  ievel  of  interest  shown  by  Congress 
and  bumper  manufacturers,  and  because  of  the  cost 
impacts  to  consumers. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis . 

D.  Need:  To  reassess  various  regulatory  options  to  achieve 
the  most  cost-effective  requirements. 


t  Crashworthiness 
(Docket  No.  79-17). 


E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966.  as  amended,  and  Motor  Vehicle  Information 
and  Cost  Savings  AcL  as  amended. 

F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  published  3/1/79.  (44  FR  11569) 
Report  published  June  1979.  New  evaluation  published 
April  1981, 


G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  581 


Ratings 


A.  Description:  Would  require  manufacturers  to  dissemi- 
'nate  crashworthiness  performance  information  concern¬ 
ing  their  cars  to  the  pubiic. 


Michael  Brownlee, 
(202)  426-1740 


B.  Why  Significant  This  rulemaking  is  considered  signifi¬ 
cant  because  of  the  impact  on  manufacturers,  the  inter¬ 
est  shown  by  consumers,  and  the  potential  significant 
effects  on  the  automotive  marketplace. 


NPRM  Septenkber/ 
(October  1981. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 
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*  Highway  Safety  Proorams;  De¬ 
termination  of  Effectiveness. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  To  provide  consumers  with  comparative  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  aashworthiness  performance  of  new  car 
models. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  and  Motor  Vehicle  Information 
and  Cost  Savings  Act,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  14Q1. 
Section  112(d);  15  U.S.C.  1941,  Section  201(d). 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  January  22,  1981  (46  FR 
7025).  Comment  due  date  extended  to  October  22,  1981 
by  notice  published  April  2,  198 1  (46  FR  19947). 

Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  Ch.  5 . 

A.  Description:  NHTSA  and  FHWA  are  involved  in  a  joint 

Chuck  Livingston, 

NPRM  November 

rulemaking  to  determine  those  highway  safety  programs 

(202)  426-0837 

1981. 

Docket  No.  81-12. 

■ 

that  are  the  most  effective  in  reducing  accidents,  injuries 
and  deaths.  The  objective  is  to  replace  the  current  High¬ 
way  Safety  Program. 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  rule  may  be  significant  because  of 
the  amount  of  Federal  assistance  provided  to  states 
under  this  program.  Significance  being  evaluated. 

C.  Analysis:  To  be  determined . 

D.  Need:  This  action  is  required  by  section  1107(d)  of  the 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981. 

E.  Legal  Basie:  Section  1107(d)  of  the  Budget  Reconcili¬ 
ation  Act  of  1981. 

F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  published  August  31, 1981  (46  FR 
43692).  NPRM  expected  November  1981.  Final  rule  ex¬ 
pected  April  1982.  The  effective  date  is  expected  to  be 
October  1, 1982. 

' 

Q.  Citation:  23  CFR  Part  1205 
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t  Air  Brake  Systems 


t  Heavy  Duty  Vehicle  Brake  Sys¬ 
tems  (Docket  No.  79-03).  (For¬ 
merly  Air  Brake  Systems). 


FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 


A.  Description:  Would  reinstate  the  60  mph  stopping  dis¬ 
tance  requirement  in  standard  No.  121,  without  a  no 
wheel  lock-up  requirement  to  replace  the  one  invalidated 
by  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  decision:  PACCAR, 
INC.  V.  NHTSA,  573  F.  2d  632.  This  will  be  an  interim 
action  while  research  and  analysis  is  underway  to  devel¬ 
op  requirements  for  a  new  brake  standard. 

B.  Why  Significant:  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  level  of  public  and  Congressional  interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Rexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  To  prevent  degradation  of  current  braking  per¬ 
formance  as  a  result  of  the  Court’s  action  while  research 
and  analysis  is  underway  to  support  a  new  brake  stand¬ 
ard. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 


F.  Chronology:  None  yet . 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  571.121 


A.  Description:  Would  establish  a  new  Air  Brake  Standard 
(No.  130)  for  trucks,  buses,  and  trailers  over  10,000 
pounds  gross  vehicle  weight  rating,  to  replace  Air  Brake 
Standard  No.  121.  This  new  standard  wilt  include  require¬ 
ments  for  hydraulically  braked  heavy  trucks  and  buses. 


A.  Malliaris, 

■  (202)  426-0842 


A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 


B.  Why  Significant  The  rule  is  considered  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  level  of  public  and  Congressional  interest 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Rexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  To  correct  the  inadequacies  in  Standard  No.  121 
resulting  from  many  revisions  and  Court  action,  and  to 
include  hydraulically  braked  heavy  trucks  and  buses  not 
previously  included. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  issued  2/15/79.  (44  FR  9783). 
Comment  period  closed  4/16/79.  Research  is  being  con¬ 
ducted. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  571.121 . 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


Combined  with  entry 
under  Significant 
Regulations:  Major 
entitled  "Heavy 
Duty  Vehicle  Brake 
Systems. " 


REGULATIONS, OTHER  THAN  SAFETY  STANDARDS  AND  FUEL  ECONOMY  STANDARDS/EXEMPTtpNS 


Confidential  Business  Information 
(Docket  No.  78-10). 


A.  Description:  Codifies  existing  method  of  processing 
confidential  information  from  manufacturers. 


Frank  BemdL 
(202)  426-9511 


B.  Why  Significant:  This  rule  is  considered  significant 
because  of  the  controversial  nature  of  confidential  busi¬ 
ness  information. 


Undergoktg  review 
pursuant  to 
Executive  Order 
12291  and  petition 
for  reconsideration. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation 


V. 


48478  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  190  /  Thursday,  October  1, 1981  /  Proposed  Rules  


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  SEMI-ANNUAL  REGULATIONS  AGENDA  AND  REVIEW  LIST 

AGENDA 

NHTSA  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Other— Continued 

[Key  to  symbols:  *New  item.  fAnalysis  or  review  being  considered  under  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  #Regulation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  Agenda] 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  19(1  /  ThuffKday,  October  1, 1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


48479 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  SEMI-ANNUAL  REtSULATIONS  AGENDA  AND  REVIEW  UST 

AGENDA 

NHTSA  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

Nonsignificant  Regulations 


[Key  to  symbols:  *New  item.  fAnalysis  or  review  being  considereci  under  R^ulatory  Flexibility  Act.  #Regulation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  Agenda] 


Title 
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FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARD! 

5 

Controls  &  Displays  (Docket  No. 
1-18). 

Would  amend  the  standard  to  include  several  symbols 
,  adopted  by  the  International  Standards  (Drganization 
’  (ISO).  (49  CFR  571.101). 

A.  Malliaris,. 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined: 

Controls  and  displays  (Docket 
No.  1-18). 

Would  amend  standard  101  to  allow  use  of  alternative  cokv 
for  highteam  telltale.  (49  CFR  571.101)  NPRM  published 
October  30,  1980  (45  FR  71832). 

'  A.  MalKaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

FR  1981. 

Hydraulic  Brake  Systems  (Docket 
No.  70-27). 

Extends  the  applicability  of  FMVSS  105  from  passenger 
cars  and  school  buses  to  cover  on  a  general  basis,  multi¬ 
purpose  passenger  vehicles,  buses,  and  trucks  with  a 
Gross  Vehicle  Weight  Rating  (GVWR)  of  10,000  lbs.  or 
less.  Also  extends  the  standard  on  a  limited  basis  to 
trucks,  buses,  and  MPVs  with  a  GVWR  of  more  than 
10,000  lbs.  NPRM  issued  10/18/79  (44  FR  60f13).  Final 
Rule  published  January  2,  1981  (46  55);  scheduled  to 

go  into  ^det'  on-  September  t,  1983,  subject  to  review 
under  Executive  Order  12281'.  (49  CFR  571. 105f. 

A.  Malliaris, . 

(202)  426-0842 

Undergoing  review 
pursuant  to 
Executive  Order 
12291  and  petition 
tor  reconsideration. 

Rear  Lighting  and  Signalling 
(Docket  No.  81-02). 

Would  establish  requirement  for  a  high  mounted  brake  light. 

NPRM  published  January'8,  1981  (46  FR  2132).  (49  CFR 
■  571.108). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

t  Commercial  Vehicle  (Conspicuity 
(Docket  No.  80-9). 

Would  improve  the  conspicuity  of'  commercial  vehicles  by 
establishing  in  FMV6S  108  performance  recpiirements  for 
the  total  Kiting  and  marking  system  of  commercial  vehi¬ 
cles  (excluding  headlights);  ANPRM  published'  May  27, 
1980  (45  FR  35405)  (49  CFR  571.108). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and 
Associated  Equipment. 

This  proposal  would  have  required  the  headlights  and  taiF 
lights  of  motorcycles  to  be  illuminated  at  all  times  when 
the  en^e  is  running.  This  action' resulted  from  a  granted 
rulemaking  petition.  Notice  of  termination  published  June 
25.  1381  (46  FR  32899).  (48  CFR  571.108). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  428-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and 
Associated  Equipment. 

This  proposal  would  remove  the  dknensional  specifications 
for  headlamp  retaining  rin^  This  action^  results  from  a 
granted  ralemaking  petition.  (49  (DFR  571.108). 

'A.  MtriHaris,. 

'  (202)  426-0842 

NPRM  1981. 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  arnt 
Associated  Equipment 

This  proposal  for  a  technical  modtfication  to  FMVSS  108 
would  require  that  rear  lamp-  refimr  reflector  tests  be 
changed  to  require  a  10  instead  of  a  7  inch;  testi  diameter 
size.  The-  action  results  from  a  granted  rulemaking  peti¬ 
tion  (49  CFR  571,108). 

A.Malliaris„ 

(20Zt.  426-0842 

NPRM  1981. 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and 
Associated  Equipment. 

This  notice  for  comments  was  for  a  possible  technical 
modification  to  FMVSS  108  to  have  special  tests  for 
waterproof  boat  trailer  lights.  This  action,  resulted  from  a 
grartted  rulemaking  petition  (49  CFR  571.108):  Notice  for 
comments  publish^  July  3;  1960  (46  FR  45^4);  Notice 
of  termination  published  June  25,  1981  (46  FR  32899). 

A.  MalHaris,. 

(202)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and 
Associated  Equipment. 

■  This  notice  for  comments  is  for  a  possible  amendment  to 
FMVSS  No.  108  to  modify  headlamp  configuralions  and 
for  a  possible  addition  or  tests  for  plastic  headlamps  (49 
CFR  571.108). 

A.  Malliaris,. 

(202)  426-0842 

!  FurthesaBtionto  be 
determined 

New  Pneumatic  Tires  (Docket  Na 
80-14). 

Amendment  would  delete  Appendix  A  (Tire  Tables)  of 
FMVSS  109  to  ease  introduetkini  of  new  tke  concepts 
and  to  add  criteria  to  insure  compatibility  of  new  concepts 
with  existing  tire  types.  NPRM  published  August  28, 1980. 

1  (45  FR  57466)  (49  CFR  571 .109). 

A.  MaUiaris,. 

(202)  426-0842 

FR  1981. 
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New  Pneumatic  Tires . 

Amendment  to  FMVSS  110  would  specify  a  minimum  tire 
reserve  load.  NHTSA  has  decided  not  to  act  in  this  area 
(49  CFR  571.110). 

A.  Malliaris, 

Action  terminated. 

(202)  426-0842 

Rear  View  Mirrors  (Docket  No. 
71 -3a).  - 

This  proposal  would  amend  FMVSS  111  by  establishing 
requirement  for  passenger  cars  to:  a)  reduce  the  blind 
areas  by  upgrading  mirror  visibility  using  improved  compli¬ 
ance  testing  procedures,  b)  upgrade  occupant  protection 
requirements  and  add  p^estrian  protection  requirements 
using  shatter  resistant  and  breakaway  or  foldaway  tests, 
c)  set  specifications  for  day-night  reflectance  require¬ 
ments  to  reduce  headlight  glare,  d)  set  specifications  for 
convex  mirror  quality  and  use,  and  e)  minimize  obstruc¬ 
tion  of  the  forward  view  by  establishing  mirror  location 
specifications.  NPRM  issued  11/6/78.  (43  FR  51657).  (49 
CFR  571.111). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Rear  View  Mirrors . 

Would  require  rearview  mirrors  in  vans  equipped  with  rear 
windows.  NPRM  issued  December  31,  1979.  (44 'FR 
77224).  Comments  received  February  14,  1980.  The 
agency’s  decision  to  terminate  this  rulemaking  is  ex¬ 
plained  in  a  notice  published  August  31,  1981  (46  FR 
43687)  (49  CFR  571.111). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Rearview  Mirror  Systems  (Docket 
No.  71-3a). 

Would  amend  FMVSS  No.  Ill  to  improve  mirror  systems 
for  trucks,  buses  and  multipurpose  passenger  vehicles 
with  a  GVWR  of  10,000  pounds  or  less.  NPRM  published 
November  6, 1978  (43  FR  51657).  (49  CFR  571.111). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

t  Rearview  Mirror  Systems 
(Docket  No.  71-3a). 

Would  ^rnend  FMVSS  No.  Ill  to  improve  mirror  systems 
for  trucks,  buses  and  multipurpose  passenger  vehicles 
with  a  GVWR  over  10,000  pounds.  NPRM  published 
November  6, 1978  (43  FR  51657).  (49  CFR  571.111). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Theft  Protection  (Docket  No. 
1-21). 

Would  have  amertded  the  performance  requirements  of  the 
existing  standard  for  passenger  cars  to  prevent  the  inad¬ 
vertent  activation  of  the  steering  wheel  lock  while  the 
vehicle  is  in  motion  and  extended  all  requirements  of  the 
amended  standard  to  light  trucks  and  vans.  In  response 
to  petitions  for  reconsideration,  the  agency  deleted  the 
new  provisions  for  passenger  cars  and  exempted  walk-in 
vans  from  all  requirements  of  the  standard  and  open- 
body  type  vehicles  with  readily  removable  or  no  doors 
from  the  key-in-igryitlon  wamirm  requirements.  NPRM 
issued  5/1/78  (43  FR  18577).  Final  Rule  published  De¬ 
cember  29,  1980  (45  FR  86450).  Response  to  petitions 
for  reconsideration  published  June  22,  1981  (46  FR 
32251).  The  effective  date  for  tight  trucks  and  vans  is 
September  1,  1983.  (49  CFR  571.114). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Standard  modified. 

*Federal  Vehicle  Identification 
Number. 

Would  change  Federal  Vehicle  Identification  Number  re¬ 
quirement  from  a  Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
to  an  administrative  regulation.  (49  CFR  571.115). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

NPRM  October  1981. 

Tire  Selection  and  Rims  Non-Pas¬ 
senger  Cars.  (Docket  No. 
80-16). 

These  technical  amendments  would  clarify  existing  require¬ 
ments  or  resolve  minor  specific  technical  problems.  (49 
CFR  571.120).  NPRM  published  October  30, 1980  (45  FR 
71834). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Final  rule  1981. 

*Air  Brake  Systems  (Docket  No. 
79-03). 

Would  delete  the  requirement  in  Standard  No.  121  for  a 
separate  reservoir  capable  of  releasing  parking  brakes. 
NPRM  published  July  23, 1981  (46  FR  37952). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Final  Rule  November 
1981. 
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'Speedometers  and  Odometers 
(Docket  No.  76-06). 

Standard  No.  127  requires  that  speedometers  be  graduated 
in  both  MPH  and  KM/H  and  that  they  display  speeds  of 
no  more  than  85  MPH  and  140  KM/H.  Those  require¬ 
ments  are  in  effect.  The  standard  also  requires  odorrr- 
eters  to  be  tamper-resistant  and  irKlicate  whether  or  not  a 
car  has  been  driven  over  100  thousand  miles.  Because 
there  appear  to  be  no  direct  safety  benefits  associated 
with  the  standard  and  in  view  of  the  potential  for  consum¬ 
er  savings,  NHTSA  wiH  propose  to  rescind  the  standard. 

In  the  interim,  NHTSA  has  issued  a  final  rule  delaying  the 
effective  date  of  the  odometer  requirements  from  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1981,  to  September  1,  1982.  That  final  rule 
was  published  on  May  7, 1981  (46  FR  25463). 

A  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

NPRM  October  1981. 

Fields  of  Direct  View  (Docket  No. 
70-7). 

Would  have  established  requirements  (for  passenger  cars) 
for  the  maximum  allowable  size  of  obstructions  in  the 
field  of  view  of  drivers,  and  the  luminous  transmittance  of 
glazing.  NPRM  published  11/6/78.  (43  FR  51677).  Final 
Rule  published  January  2.  1981.  (46  FR  40);  (49  CFR 
71.128);  was  scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on  September  1, 
1984.  I^tice  revokin§  startdard  in  response  to  petitions 
for  reconsideration  published  June  22.  1981  (46  FR 
36254).  In  response  to  a  petition  for  reconsideration  sf 
the  revocation,  an  action  entitled  Reconsideration  ef 
Agency  Action;  Notice  of  Petitions  tor  Reconsidetation 
md  opportunity  to  comment  thereon  was  published  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  mi  (46  FR  46604). 

A  MalRaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Revocation  of 
standard 
undergoing 
recorisderatioa 

Fields  of  Direct  View  (Docket  No. 
70-7). 

Would  have  addressed  blind  spots  In  driver's  direot  fields  of 
view  for  trucks,  buses  and  multipurpose  passenger  vehi- 
Oles  with  a  GVWR  of  10,000  pounds  or  less.  NPRM 
pubnshed  November  6,  1978  (43  FR  51677).  Notice  of 
termination  published  July  16.  1981  (46  FR  36873).  (49 
CFR  571.128). 

A  MaWails,  ’ 

fS02)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

t  Fields  of  Direct  View  (Docket 
No.  70-7). 

Would  have  addressed  blind  spots  in  driver’s  direct  fields  of 
view  for  trucks,  buse^  and  multipurpose  passenger  vehi¬ 
cles  with  a  GVWR  over  10,000  pounds.  NPRM  published 
November  6,  1978  (43  FR  51677).  Notice  of  termination 
published  July  16,  1981  (46  FR  36873),  (49  CFR 
571.128). 

A  MaRfaris. 

(202)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Impact  Protection  for  the  Driver 
from  the  Steering  Control 
System. 

This  technical  amendment  would  revise  the  test  require¬ 
ments  of  FMVSS  203  to  permit  force  loads  in  excess  of 
2,500  pounds  for  a  cumulative  period  not  to  exceed  3 
millisecoTKls.  (49  CFR  571.203). 

A  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Action  complete. 

t  Steering  Control  Rearward  Dis¬ 
placement. 

Would  extend  the  applicability  of  the  Standard  from  vehicles 
with  an  unloaded  weight  of  4,000  pounds  to  vehicles  with 
an  unloaded  weight  of  5,500  pounds.  (49  CFR  571.204). 

A.  MaHiaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Glazing  Materials  (Docket  No. 
71-1). 

This  technical  amendment  would  delete  the  abrasion  resist¬ 
ance  requirements  for  certain  types  of  glazing  used  on 
side  windows  of  light  trucks  and  vans.  NPRM  issued  9/ 
27/79.  (44  FR  55610).  Final  rule  published  August  31. 
1981  (46  FR  43687).  (49  CFR  571.205). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Action  complete 

Glazing  Materials . 

Would  update  FMVSS  205  by  referring  to  latest  edition  of 
companion  commercial  standard  (ANS  Z-26),  thereby 
permitting  use  of  modem  materials. 

A  MaHiaris, 

NPRM  1981. 

(202)  4215-0842 

tGlazing  Materials  (Docket  No. 
81-04). 

Would  amend  FMVSS  No.  205  to  adopt  less  stringent 
requirements  for  glass-plastic  glazing  materials.  ANPRM 
published  January  26, 1981  (46  FR  8067). 

A  MaHiaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
deternuned. 
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Door  Locks  and  Door  Retention 
Components. 

This  amendment  would  have  clarified  existing  test  proce¬ 
dures  and  extended  the  applicability  of  FMVSS  206  such 
that  present  side  door  requirements  cover  transverse  rear 
doors.  NHTSA  has  decided  not  to  act  in  this  area  (49 
CFR  571.206). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Action  terminated. 

Seat  Belt  Assemblies  (Docket  No. 

To  improve  seat  belt  comfort,  convenience,  reliability  and 

A.  Malliaris, 

Rulemaking  to  modify 

74-14). 

effectiveness  by  prescribing  parameters  for  performance 
of  seat  belt  assemblies.  (49  CFR  571 .208).  NPRM  issued 
12/20/79  (44  FR  77210).  Final  Rule  published  January  8, 
1981.  (46  FR  2064);  scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on 
September  1,  1982,  subject  to  review  under  Executive 
Order  12291.  NHTSA  plans  to  respond  to  petitions  for 
reconsideration  by  modifying  various  requirements  and 
deferring  the  effective  date  of  the  requirements  by  one 
year. 

(202)  426-0842 

November  1981. 

Seat  Belt  Assemblies  (Docket  No. 

Amends  FMVSS  209  to  exempt  load  limiting  belts  used  with 

A.  Malliaris, 

Undergoing  Executive 

80-12). 

automatic  restraint  systems  from  elongation  requirements. 
NPRM  published  August  4,  1980.  (45  FR  51626).  Final 
Rule,  published  January  12,  1981.  (46  FR  2618);  sched¬ 
uled  to  go  into  effect  on  September  1,  1982,  subject  to 
review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  (49  CFR  571.209). 

(202)  426-0842 

Order  12291 
review. 

Seat  Belt  Assemblies  (Docket  No. 
80-06). 

Would  amend  FMVSS  209  to  modify  resistance  to  light  test 
procedures.  \APPM  published  6!  MZO  (45  FR  29102). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

FR  1981. 

Seat  Belt  Assemblies.... . 

Would  amend  Standard  209  by  citing  the  current  American 
Society  of  Testing  Materials'  (ASTM)  specifications.  (49 
CFR  571.209). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

NPRM  1981. 

Child  Restraint  Tether  Anchor- 

Would  require  anchorages  for  use  with  child  restraint  sys- 

A.  Malliaris. 

Further  action  to  be 

ages.  (Docket  No.  80-18). 

terns  equipped  with  a  top  tether  strap.  NPRM  published 
December  11,  1980  (45  FR  81625)  (49  CFR  571.210). 

(202)  426-0842 

determined. 

tSide  Door  Strength  (Docket  No. 

Would  upgrade  FMVSS  214  requirements  for  passenger 

A.  Malliaris, 

Further  action  to  be 

79-04). 

cars  and  extend  the  upgraded  standard  to  light  trucks, 
vans  and  MPVs.  ANPRM  published  12/6/79.  (44  FR 
70204).  Public  meeting  held  in  Washington  on  January  31 
and  February  1,  1980.  FMVSS  214  is  undergoirtg  priority 
review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  See  entry  in  Review 
List  entitled  "Side  Impact  Protection". 

(202)  426-0842 

determined. 

t  Motorcycle  Helmets . 

The  proposal  would  extend  the  applicability  of  FMVSS  218 
to  large  and  small  helmets,  thus  covering  all  size  helmets. 
The  Standard  currently  covers  only  those  helmets  which- 
use  a  size  “C”  headform  for  compliance  testing  to  the 
standard. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

School  Bus  Body  Joint  Strength . 

Would  amend  FMVSS  221  to  modify  the  exempt  status  of 
maintenance  access  panels. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

School  Bus  Seat  Spacing  (Docket 
No.  73-03). 

Would  amend  49  CFh  571.222  to  permit  increased  school 
bus  seat  spacing. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

NPRM  1981. 

Fuel  System  Integrity  (Docket  No. 
73-20). 

Would  establish  specific  performarKe  requirements  in 
Safety  Standard  No.  301-75  for  non-metallic  fuel  tanks 
(plastic  tanks)  used  in  motor  vehicles.  ANPRM  issued  8/ 
2/79.  (44  FR  33441).  Further  action  postponed  indefinite¬ 
ly  pending  further  analysis.  Notice  of  termmation  pub¬ 
lished  July  21. 1981  (46  FR  38392). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Brake  System  Inspectability _ 

.  Would  have  required  vehicle  modifications  in  order  to  in¬ 
spect  for  certain  levels  of  brake  degradation  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  proposed  test  procedures  and  criteria  for  mea¬ 
surement.  NHTSA  has  decided  not  to  act  in  this  area. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Action  terminated. 
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t  Battery  Explosions . 

Would  have  established  performance  requirements  and  la¬ 
beling  of  batteries  to  reduce  the  incidence  of  battery 
explosions  while  jump  starting.  Notice  of  termination  pub¬ 
lished  August  31.  1981  (46  FR  43718).  (49  CFR  571). 

A.  Malfiaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Withdrawn. 

Truck  Rear  Underride  Protection 
(Docket  No.  1-11). 

Would  require  protective  devices  to  reduce  vehicle  penetra¬ 
tion  under  the  rear-ends  of  heavy  trucks  and  trailers 
(without  resulting  in  overly  severe  forces  being  transmit¬ 
ted  to  restrained  and  unrestrained  occupants  m  vehicles 
that  crash  into  the  devices).  NPRM  published  January  8, 
1981.  (46  FR  2136).  (49  CFR  571). 

A.  Mall'iaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

1 

Vehicle  Speed  Control  (Docket 
No.  79-06). 

Trailways  Bus  Company  petitioned  for  an  FMVSS  to  require 
road  speed  governors  for  all  commercial  vehicles.  A 
request  for  comments  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  3/19/79  with  a  closing  date  of  8/17/79.  (44  FR 
16461).  Further  Agency  action  will  await  results  from  long 
range  research. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

To  be  withdrawn. 

t  Flammability  of  School  Bus  Inte¬ 
rior  Materials. 

Would  utilize  guidelines  prescribed  by  UMTA  to  define 
flammability  characteristics  of  School  Bus  Interior  Materi¬ 
als. 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

t  Pedestrian  Protection  (Docket 
No.  78-19). 

Would  reduce  adult  pedestrian  leg  injuries  and  child  injuries 
through  modification  of  the  bumper  area.  NPRM  pub¬ 
lished  January  22,  1981.  (46  FR  7015).  Comment  clc^ng 
date  was  May  22, 1981.  (49  CFR  571). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Exemption  from  and  Establish¬ 
ment  of  Fuel  Economy  Stand¬ 
ards  (Docket  No.  LVM  77-01). 


Exemption  from  and  Establish¬ 
ment  of  Fuel  Economy  Stand¬ 
ards  (Docket  No.  LVM  77-02). 


Exemption  from  and  Establish¬ 
ment  of  Fuel  Economy  Stand¬ 
ards  (Docket  No.  LVM  77-05). 


Exemption  from  and  Establish¬ 
ment  of  Fuel  Economy  Stand¬ 
ard.  (Docket  No.  LVM  77-07). 


tFuel  Economy  Exemptions:  Ex¬ 
emption  from  and  Establish¬ 
ment  of  Fuel  Economy  Stand¬ 
ards.. 


FUEL  ECX)NOMY  STANDARDS  AND  EXEMPTIONS 

Analysis  of  petition  for  exemption  from  1979  and  1980  R.  Strombotne, 
standards  and  setting  of  alternative  standards  for  Avanti  (202)  426-0846 
Motor  Corp.  NPRM  published  January  19,  1981  (46  FR 
5022).  Final  mie  published  May  4,  1981  (46  FR  24952) 

(49  CFR  pL  525). 


Analysis  of  petition  for  exemption  from  1979  and  1980  R.  Strombotne, 
standards  and  setting  of  alternative  standards  for  Rolls-  (202)  426-0^6 
Royce  Motors,  Inc.  NPRM  published  October  9,  1980  (45 
FR  671 08L  Final  nile  published  June  4,  1981  (46  FR 
29944)  (49  CFR  pt  525). 


Analysis  of  petition  lor  exemption  from  1979  and  1980  R.  Strombotne, 
standards  and  setting  of  alternative  standards  for  Ex-  (202)  426-0846 
caliber  Automobile  C6^.  NPRM  published  July  31,  1980 
(45  FR  50840).  Final  rule  published  March  23.  1961  (46 
FR  18038)  (49  CFR  pt  525). 


Analysis  of  petition  lor  exemption  from  1979  and  1980  R.  Strombotne, 
standards  and  setting  of  alternative  standards  for  Maser-  (202)  426-0848 
ati,  S.p.A.  NPRM  published  December  22,  1980  (45  FR 
84103).  Final  rule  published  March  26.  1981  (46  FR 
18721)  (49  CFR  pt  525). 


Would  establish  a  single  alternate  average  fuel  economy  R.  Strombotne, 
standard  for  aU  LVMs  for  MY  1981  thru  1985  (49  CFR  pt  (202)  426-0846 
525). 


Action  complete. 


Action  complete. 


Action  complete. 


Action  complete. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


REGULATIONS, OTHER  THAN  SAFETY  STANDARDS  AND  FUEL  ECONOMY, 


.STANDARDS/EXEMPTIONS 


•Fuel  Economy  Reporting  Re¬ 
quirements. 


Would  reduce  the  fuel  economy  reporting  requirements 
manufacforers  must  comply  with  since  some  of  those 
recn^ements  are  either  duplicative  or  unnecessary  for 
NHTSA’s  monitorirrg  responsibilities.  (49  CFR  Part  537). 


S.Wood, 

(202)  426-2992 


NPRM  October  1981. 
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Anthropomorphic  Test  Dummies . 

Would  provide  performance  criteria  for  the  adult  surrogate 
dummies  which  would  be  required  in  dynamic  testing  of 
vehicles  if  Standard  214,  Side  Door  Strength,  is  up¬ 
graded.  (49  CFR  Part  572). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Tire  Identification  and  Record¬ 
keeping.  (Docket  No.  80-20). 

Would  require  ID  on  outward  facing  sidewall  of  motor 
vehicle  tires.  NPRM  published  December  15,  1980.  (45 
FR  82293).  (49  CFR  pt.  574). 

A.  Malliaris, 

(202)  426-0842 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

•Consumer  Information  Reporting 
Requirements. 

Would  permit  modification  of  pre-introduction  submissions 
of  performance  data  on  new  vehicle  models  at  any  time 
up  to  30  days  prior  to  model  introduction.  This  amend¬ 
ment  would  create  an  exception  to  the  requirement  that 
pre-introduction  submissions  be  made  90  days  prior  to 
model  introduction,  which  becomes  effective  on  June  1, 
1982.  NPRM  published  August  10.  1981  (46  FR  40541) 
(49  CFR  575.6). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

Final  Rule  November 
1981. 

•Consumer  Information— Tire  Re¬ 
serve  Load. 

Would  delete  tire  reserve  load  information  from  consumer 
information  requirements.  NPRM  issued  September  17, 
1981.  Expected  publication  date:  September  24,  1981. 
(49  CFR  575.102). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

Final  Rule  1982. 

Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading 
(Docket  No.  25). 

Amends  the  Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading  Standards  to 
permit  tire  grades  to  be  molded  on  the  tire  sidewall 
beginning  at  any  time  up  to  six  months  after  introduction 
of  a  new  tire  line.  Also  extends  the  deadline  for  conver¬ 
sion  to  a  new  tread  label  format.  NPRM  published  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1981  (46  FR  8063).  Final  rule  published  August 
17,  1981  (46  FR  41514).  (49  CFR  Part  575). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(20^)  426-1740 

Action  complete. 

Uniform  Tire  Quaiity  Grading 
(Docket  No.  25). 

Would  amend  the  Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading  Standards 
to  prescribe  a  standardized  process  for  tranJating  tread- 
wear  and  traction  test  results  into  tire  grades.  Also  would 
expand  the  numerical  increments  used  to  denote  tread- 
wear  grades.  NPRM  published  February  2,  1981.  (46  FR 
10429)  (49  CFR  Part  575). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Uniform  Tire  Quaiity  Grading . 

Would  include  rolling  resistance  for  tires  as  a  substitute  for 
top  ternperature  resistance  grade  in  the  Uniform  Tire 
Quality  Grading  Standards.  (49  CFR  Part  575). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

•Uniform  Tire  Quaiity  Grading . 

Would  amend  the  Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading  Standards 
to  simplify  the  requirements.  (49  CFR  575.104).  ^ 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

ANPRM  1981. 

Consumer  information— Wet 

Stopping  Distance. 

Would  develop  a  new  rule  for  consumer  information  if  tests 
indicate  that  there  are  significant  differences  in  wet  stop¬ 
ping  distances  anrang  dinerent  models  of  cars  on  asphalt 
or  concrete  road  surfaces.  (49  CFR  575.105). 

Michael  Brownlee, 

(202)  426-1740 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Highway  Safety  Pian...... . . 

Would  revise  Volume  102,  Highway  Safety  Plan,  of  the 
Highway  Safety  Program  Manual  to  clarify  confusing  pro¬ 
visions,  to  eliminate  redundancies,  to  establish  program 
priorities,  to  improve  management  and  financial  pocess- 
es,  and  to  reflect  the  increased  role  mandated  for  the 
central  state  highway  safety  agencies.  (23  U.S.C.  402). 

Chuck  Livingston, 

(202)  426-0837 

NPRM  1981. 

t  Vehicle  Classification— Compact 
Vans/Station  Wagons. 

Would  invite  comment  on  possible  amendments  to  the 
safety  and  fuel  economy  regulations,  with  respect  to  the 
manner  in  which  compact  vans/station  wagons  and  cer¬ 
tain  other  vehicles  are  classified. 

S.  Wood, 

(202)  426-2992 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

t  Inclusion  of  Alcohol  Fuels  in 
Fuel  Economy  Program. 

Would  include  vehicles  which  operate  on  alcohol  fuels  in 
the  automotive  fuel  economy  program. 

R.  Strombotne, 

(202)  426-0846 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 
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t Review:  Power  Brake  Rules.'. . 

A.  Description:  Outgrowth  of  regulatory  review  in  general 
safety  inquiry  and  the  Deparbnent's  priority  review  of 
costly  and  controversial  regulations.  Revision  and  updat¬ 
ing  of  current  requirements. 

B.  Why  Significant  Annual  effect  on  ffie  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  Because  of  changes  in  railroad  operations  and 
technologicai  advances,  me  rules  need  to  be  revised  to 
make  them  consonant  with  the  present  railroad  operating 
environment  and  to  provide  more  flexibility  in  achieving 
ssdety  and  operating  efbciertcy. 

E.  Legal  Basia:  The  S^ety  Appliance  Acts  (45  U.S.C.  9) _ 

F.  Chronology:  General  Safety  Inquiiy  announced  May  8, 
1978  (43  fft  19696).  Public  hearings  were  held  Septem¬ 
ber  13  and  14,  1978. 

G.  Citation:  ^  CFR  Part  P3P 

>  Edward  F.  Conway, 

Jr.. 

(202)  426-8836 

\ 

October  1981. 

Significant  Regulations:  Other 


Title 

Summary, 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Strobe  Lights  on  Locomotiwes 
(Docket^.  RSGC-2). 

1  A.  Deacripttenc  Lighted  warning  devices  that  include  strobe 
lights  have  been  shown  to  be  more  readily  visible  than 

1  normal  ligMing  devices.  FRA  is  considering  requiring  the 
installation  of  strobe  lights  on  locomotives. 

Steve  Urman, 

(202)  426-9178 

FR  October  1961. 

B.  Why  Significant  Degree  of  controversy  reflected  by 
Response  to  ANPRM. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . . . 

D.  Need:  Grade  crossing  accidents  represent  the  single 
largest  group  of  railroad  related  fatalities  each  year.  Avail¬ 
able  data  indicate  that  the  conspicuity  of  locomotives 
may  be  a  factor  in  many  of  these  accidents.  Limited 
research  with  one  railroad  has  indicated  that  equipping 
locomotives  with  strobe  lights  win  improve  dteir  conspi¬ 
cuity  and  may  lead  to  a  reduction  in  these  accident 
statistics. 

! 

■ 

E.  Lagal  Basis:  The  Federal  Railroad  Safety  Act  of  1970 
(45  U.S.C.  431);  Locomotive  Inspection  Act  (45  U.S.C  22 
et  seq.). 

F.  Chronology:  The  ANPRM  was  published  March  7. 1978 
(43  FR  9328).  NPRM  was  published  June  18,  1979  (44 
FR  34982). 

. 
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Railroad  Bridge  and  Tunnel 
Safety  Inquiry. 

The  Safety  Inquiry  will  examine  the  present  condition  of 
railroad  bridges  and  tunnels.  Options  for  assuring  proper 
rating  of  bridges  and  the  inspection  and  maintenance  of 
bridges  and  tunnels  will  be  considered.  Withdrawn  based 
upon  preliminary  analysis  of  costs  and  lack  of  accident 
data. 

William  R.  Paxton, 

(202)  426-0912 

Withdrawn. 

Railroad  Noise  Emission  Compli¬ 
ance  Regulations  (Docket  No. 
RNE-1). 

The  proposed  rule  would  amend  FRA  railroad  noise  emis¬ 
sion  compliance  regulations  to  reflect  EPA  Standards  for 
fixed  railroad  facilities  that  were  published  on  January  4, 

1 980;  45  FR  1 252  (49  CFR  pt.  210). 

Steve  Urman, 

(202)  426-9178 

NPRM  December 
1981. 

Safety  Standards  for  Cabooses 
(Docket  No.  RSC-76-6). 

The  proposed  rule  would  seek  to  establish  comprehensive 
safety  standards  for  cabooses. 

Robert  E.  Abbott, 

(202)  426-9186 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Rail  Services  Assistance  to 
States  Under  Section  5  of  the 
DOT  Act  (FRA  Economic 
Docket  No.  4). 

This  action  would  amend  49  CFR  pt.  266  to  implement 
proposals  offered  by  the  grantees  at  a  recent  public 
meeting,  and  to  make  changes  necessitated  by  the  en¬ 
actment  of  the  Local  Rail  Services  Assistance  Act  of 
1978.  Interim  regulations  published  on  August  30,  1979 
(44  FR  51128).  FRA  is  currently  working  with  interested 
,  parties  to  implement  comments  and  suggestions. 

Jo  Anne  McGowan, 
(202)  426-1677 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Review:  Track  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Outgrowth  of  regulatory  review  in  general  safety  inquiry. 
Revision  and  updating  of  current  requirements  (49  CFR 
pt.  213).  NPRM  published  September  6,  1979  (44  FR 
52104).  Withdrawal  of  proposed  rule  published  June  25, 
1981  (46  FR  32898). 

William  R.  Paxton, 

(202)  426-0912 

Withdrawn. 

Review:  Safety  Appliance  Stand¬ 
ards. 

Outgrowth  of  regulatory  review  in  general  safety  inquiry. 

Revised  standards  for  new  and' existing  equipment  (49 
-  CFR  pt.  231). 

Ralph  R.  Smith, 

(202)  426-9187 

January  1982. 

tReview:  Power  Brake  Rules . 

Outgrowth  of  regulatory  review  in  general  safety  inquiry  and 
the  Department's  pnority  review  of  costly  arvd  controver¬ 
sial  regulations.  Revision  and  updating  of  current  require¬ 
ments  (49  CFR  pt.  232).  This  entry  has  been  moved  to 
the  "Significant  Regulations:  Major"  portion  of  the  FRA 
Agenda. 

Edwevd  F.  Conway, 

Jr., 

(202)  426-8836 

October  1981. 

Review:  Signal  and  Train  Control 
Regulations. 

Outgrovirth  of  regulatory  review  in  general  safety  inquiry. 
Revision  and  updating  of  current  requirements  of  Parts 
235  and  236. 

S.  H.  Stotts, 

(202)  426-0912 

December  1982. 

Amendments  to  Regulations  Im¬ 
plementing  Section  905  of  the 
4R  Act. 

This  action  would  amend  49  CFR  Part  265  to  make 
changes  necessitated  by  the  promulgation  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportations  comprehensive  Minority  Busi¬ 
ness  Enterprise  regulation  (49  CFR  Part  23).  Part  265  will 
be  revised  to  omit  those  (Revisions  now  covered  in  Part 
23. 

Rufus  Watson, 

(202)  472-5311 

October  1981. 

Railroad  Passenger  Equipment 
Safety  Standards  (Docket  No. 
RSP-1). 

Development  of  initial  passenger  equipment  safety  stand¬ 
ards  mandated  by  Section  ^2  of  the  Federal  Railroad 
Safety  Act  of  1970,  as  amended  by  P.L  96-423. 

R.  Mowatt-Larssen, 
(202)  426-0924 

Safety  Inquiry 
November  \98^. 

Amendments  to  State  Participa¬ 
tion  Regulations. 

Revise  State  Participation  Regulations  to  reflect  the  broader 
scope  of  participation  authorized  by  Section  206  of  the 
Federal  Railroad  Safety  Act  of  1970,  as  amended  by  P.L 
96-423.  NPRM  published  June  25,  1981  (46  FR  32688). 

Dan  Inabinett, 

(202)  426-9252 

FR  September  1981. 
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t*  Special  Safety  Inquiry . 

FRA  has  initiated  a  Railroad  Safety  Inquiry  to  obtain  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  public  to  assist  in  evaluating  and  improv¬ 
ing  its  safety  regulatory  program  as  it  applies  to  “small 
railroads’’.  The  Inquiry  will  also  assist  in  meeting  the 
goals  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  by  obtaining  data 
that  will  assist  in  definirrg  the  economic  impact  of  existing 
rules  on  small  railroads.  A  series  of  public  hesuings  has 
been  scheduled.  The  hearings  notice  was  published 
August  3, 1981  (46  Ffl  39461). 

R.  Mowatt-Larssen, 
(202)  426-0924 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

t*  Rules  of  Practice . 

This  proposed  rule  would  amend  49  CFR  Part  211  to 
respond  to  the  provisions  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
of  1980  by  defining  the  criteria  used  by  FRA  in  determin¬ 
ing  whether  any  regulatory  proposal  or  final  rule  win  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities. 

Lawrence  1.  Wagner, 
(202)  426-8836 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

UMTA 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Major 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

t‘^"Buy  Amerfoa”  Requtremenis 
of  Surface  Transportation  As¬ 
sistance  Act  of  1978. 

A  Deseription:  This  rulemekirtg  proposes  amendments  to 
the  existing  Buy  America  Requirements.  The  amend¬ 
ments  wouid  permit  subcormxments  manufaolufed  in  the 
United  States  that  receive  Customs  Bureau  tariff  exemp¬ 
tions  to  retain  their  domestic  identity  for  purposes  of 
determination  of  origin  under  the  Buy  Amerioa  Require¬ 
ments.  A  definition  cif  “final  assembly”  is  also  proposed. 

John  Coffins,  (202) 
426-1906 

Further  acton  to  be 
determined  pending 
review  toe 
existing  “Buy 
America” 
regulation. 

B.  Why  Significant  There  is  substantial  public  interest 
concerning  these  regulations  because  of  their  impact  in 
urban  mess  transportation  projects. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis/Regulatory  Flexi¬ 
bility  Analysis. 

D.  Need:  These  regulations  implement  section  401  of  the 
Surface  Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1602  note;  P.L  95-599,  Section 
401. 

F.  Chronology:  The  NPRM  was  published  on  January  19, 
1981  (46  F.R.  5815).  Comments  on  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  were  invited  until  April  20,  1981.  UMTA  ex¬ 
tended  the  comment  period  until  May  20,  1981  (46  FR 
23501).  This  NPRM  is  under  Departmental  review  along 
with  the  existing  “Buy  America”  reguladon.  Further  action 
on  this  NPRM  will  depend  on  the  results  of  that  review. 

- 

- 
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1  Private  Enterprise  Participation  A.  Description:  Pursuant  to  Sections  3(e)  and  8(e)  of  the  James  Stratton, 
in  Federally-Assisted  Programs.  UMT  Act,  as  amended,  UMTA  plans  to  publish  proce-  (202)  426-4060 

dures  regarding  the  involvement  of  private  mass  transit 
operators  in  federally-assisted  programs.  The  subiect 
matter  of  this  rulemaking  will  include  consideration  of 
private  enterprise  participation  in  paratransit  programs. 

'  B.  Why  Significant:  While  these  regulations  would  imple¬ 

ment  statutory  requirements,  this  is  a  controversial  issue 
for  both  the  transit  industry  and  private  operators. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  To  resolve  an  area  of  continuing  controversy . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  3(e)(1)  and  (2),  and  Section  8(e) 

of  the  UMT  Act,  as  amended.  ' 

F.  Chronology:  8(e)  was  added  to  the  Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  by  the  Federal  Public  Transportation  Act  of 
1978.  NPRM  to  be  prepared  by  October  1981. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt.  619 . 

Urban  Transportation  Planning  The  regulation  was  bein^  jointly  developed  by  UMTA  and  Bob  Kirkland, 
Process/Transportation  Im-  FHWA  and  is  summarize  elsewhere  in  this  agenda  by  (202)  426-4991,  or 
provement  Program.  the  Federal  Highway  Administration.  An  NPRM  was  pub-  Sam  Zimmerman, 

lished  on  October  30, 1980  (45  FR  71990).  The  comment  (202)  426-2360;- 

period  closed  on  December  24, 1980.  Rnal  rule  published  FHWA:  Sam  Rea, 

on  January  19,  1981  (46  FR  5702);  originally  scheduled  (202)  426-2961 
to  go  into  effect  Feboiary  18,  1981.  Effective  date  de¬ 
layed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for  review 
under  Executive  Order  12291.  The  effective  date  was 
further  postponed  until  June  30,  1981  (46  FR  19233)  and 
again  until  July  30,  1981  (46  FR  33513)  to  allow  for 
additional  review  and  revision.  After  extensive  review, 

UMTA  and  the  FHWA  decided  to  withdraw  the  final  rule 
and  issued  instead  a  final  rule  on  July  30,  1981  (46  FR 
40170).  This  final  rule  Incorporates  into  the  existing  plan¬ 
ning  regulatiorts  (23  CFR  450  and  630;  49  CFR  613)  only 
those  provisions  of  the  January  19,  1981,  withdrawn  final 
rule  that  are  intended  to:  (1)  reduce  red  tape  and  simplify 
administration  of  the  planrun^  process,  especially  for 
areas  under  200,000  population;  (2)  incorporate  recent 
legislative  changes;  and  (3)  clarify  the  purpose  of  Trans¬ 
portation  System  Management  (TSM)  and  other  aspects 
of  the  planning  process.  The  docket  for  the  withdrawn 
final  rule  has  been  dosed. 

“Buy  America”  Requirements  of  A.  Description:  These  regulations  implement  section  401  John  Collins, 

Surface  Transportation  Assist-  of  the  Surface  Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978,  "  (202)  426-1908 
ance  Act  of  1978.  which  provides,  with  exceptions,  that  funds  authorized 

may  not  be  obligated  for  urban  mass  transportation  pro¬ 
jects  unless  materials  and  supplies  are  of  United  States 
origin.  These  regulations  were  issued  as  a  final  rule  but 
comments  were  solicited  until  February  15,  1979  and 
changes  will  be  made  based  on  the  comments  received. 

A  separate  NPRM  has  been  issued  addressing  several 
issues  raised  during  the  comment  period. 

B.  Why  Significanb  There  is  substantial  public  interest 
concerning  these  regulations  because  of  their  impact  in 

''  urban  mass  transportation  projects. 

C.  /^lysls:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

NPRM  October  1981. 


Action  complete. 


Action  complete. 


Title 


Regulation  Implementing  the 
Nondiscrimination  Section  of 
the  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Act 


Minority  Business  Enterprise  Re¬ 
quirements— Transit  Vehicle 

Manufacturers. 


Summary 


D.  Need:  These  regulations  implement  section  401  of  the 
Surface  Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1602  note;  P.L.  95-599.  Section 
401. 

F.  Chronology:  The  statute  creating  this  provision  was 
signed  by  the  President  on  November  6,  1978  and  re¬ 
quired  immediate  implementation.  The  emergency  final 
rule  was  published  on  December  6. 1978.  (43  fR  57144) 
Comments  were  invited  through  February  15. 1979.  Fnal 
rule  published  on  January  19.  1981  (46  FR  5808);  origi¬ 
nally  sc^reduled  to  go  into  effect  on  February  18.  1981. 
Effective  date  delayed  until  March  31.  1981  (46  FR 
10706)  for  review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  After 
extensive  review,  UMTA  decided  to  permit  this  rule  to 
become  effective  on  March  31,  1981.  A  separate  NPRM 
was  also  issued  on  January  19. 1981  (46  FR  5815)  and  is 
summarized  elsewhere  in  the  UMTA  agenda  In  addition, 
UMTA  is  conducting  a  review  of  the  existing  “Buy  Amer¬ 
ica"  regulation. 

Q.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  660 . . . . 

A.  Description:  The  proposed  regulations  would  unify  the 
civil  rights  r^ulations  that  recipients  of  funds  under  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  must  meet 


B.  Why  Significanb  Substantial  pubTic  interest  is  anticipat¬ 
ed. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . 


D.  Need:  Regulations  are  needed  to  implemerTt  a  new 
statutory  provision  which  consolidates  UMTA's  authority 
to  assure  effective  and  uniform  compliance  with  dvil 
rights  and  equal  employment  opportunity  requirements  in 
a  manner  comparable  to  other  agencies  within  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportatioa 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  19  of  the  UMT  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1615). 

F.  Chronology:  Section  19  was  added  to  the  UMT  Act  in 
November  1978  by  the  Federal  Public  Transportation  Act 
of  1978.  Further  action  on  this  item  is  deperxlent  on 
action  by  the  Department  concerrmg  revision  of  the 
DOT-wide  Title  VI  regulabtm  (49  CFR  Part  21). 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  628 . . . . 

A.  Description:  The  recently  issued  DOT  Rulemaking  Con¬ 
cerning  Participation  by  Minority  Business  Enterprises 
(March  31. 1980.  45  FR  21172)  contains  a  provision  that 
transit  vehide  manufacturers  are  required  to  have  an 
UMTA-approved  MBE  program  in  order  to  be  eligible  to 
bid  on  UMTA-assisted  traneit  vehicle  procurements.  Since 
the  Department  la  reviewing  this  regubdion.  UMTA  Made¬ 
lines  wm  be  formulated  in  cot^rncbon  with  this  larger 
effort  and  will  be  part  of  the  revised  rulemakirtg. 

B.  Why  Significant  Substantial  public  interest  is  anticipat¬ 
ed  ^en  the  potential  impact  on  transit  vehicle  manufae- 
turers. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluafion . 


Contact 


Charlene  Thomas. 
(202)  426-6371 


Irvin  Bromall. 
(202)  426-6371 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


Further  action  to  be 
determmed. 
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Summary 


D.  Need:  To  implement  the  DOT  MBE  requirements  for 
application  to  transit  vehicle  manufacturers. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1615;  E.0. 11625 . 

F.  Chronology:  DOT  NPRM  issued  on  May  17,  1979  (44 
FR  28928);  DOT  FR  issued  March  31,  1980  (45  FR 
21 1 72);  DOT  issued  an  NPRM  proposing  revisions  to  the 
existing  MBE  rule  (49  CFRpt  23)  on  March  12  1961  (46 
FR  16282).  The  proposed  revisions  became  final  on  April 
27,  1981  (46  FR  23457).  Further  UMTA  action  on  this 
item  is  dependent  on  pa^  decisions  to  be  made  by  the 
Department  in  connecbon  with  its  review  of  the  entire 
MBE  rule. 

a  Citation:  49  CFR  pL  23 . 

A.  Description:  UMTA  is  proposing  regulations  that  would 
establish  a  requirement  for  periodic  reporting  of  accidents 
and  casualty  information  that  occur  in  Rail  Rapid  Transit 
and  Light  Rail  Transit  operations. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  proposed  regulations  could  have  a 
substantial  impact  on  a  major  transportation  safety  prob¬ 
lem. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  Information  collected  .will  be  used  to  maintain 
cognizance  of  the  status  of  rail  transit  safety,  ascertain 
the  need  for  improvements  in  rail  transit  safety,  and 
establish  research  and  development  projects  for  safety 
improvements. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  3  and  5  of  the  UMT  Act  as 
amended,  and  Section  107  of  the  National  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistance  Act  of  1974. 

F.  Chronology:  UMTA  is  determining  whether  a  voluntary 
system  will  be  adequate,  suitable,  and  acceptable  to  the 
involved  agencies  and  industry.  This  is  consistent  with 
UMTA 's  policy  to  reduce  regulations  and  red  tape. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt.  632 . 

A.  Description:  UMTA  is  considering  a  policy  along  with 
implementing  regulations  that  woura  re^re  each  mass 
transit  operator  to  maintain  facilities  and  equipment  pur¬ 
chased  with  UMTA  funds  consistent  with  practices  neces¬ 
sary  to  adequately  provide  for  safety,  comfort,  and  pres¬ 
ervation  and  expansion  of  transit  service.  However, 
UMTA  plans  first  to  write  the  policy  statement  on  mainte¬ 
nance  and  then  to  determine  the  need  tor  regulations. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  proposal  concerns  a  matter  on 
which  there  may  be  substantial  controversy  and  it  initiates 
a  substantial  change  in  policy. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation/Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis. 

D.  Need:  There  is  a  substantial  Federal  interest  in  assuring 
that  maximum  use  is  made  of  Federal  money.  The  con¬ 
templated  policy  and  regulations  would:  (a)  increase  per¬ 
formance  and  useful  life  of  equipment  and  facilities;  (b) 
minimize  replacement  costs;  and  j;c)  result  in  cost  savings. 


Title 


Safety  Information  Reporting  and 
Analysis  System  for  Rail  Transit 
Systems. 


tMaintenance  Requirements 


Contact 


Lloyd  Murphy, 
(202)  426-6588 


Charlotte  Adams, 
(202)  472-6997 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 


Further  action  to  be 
determined. 
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Title 


Summary 


Contact 


Earliest  expected 
decision  date 


E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  3  and  5  of  the  UMT  Act  as 
amended. 


F.  Chronolo^  ANPRM  issued  on  January  21,  1981  (46 
FR  6334).  The  comment  period  dosed  on  May  22,  1981. 
The  final  form  of  this  undertaking  will  depend  on  the 
analysis  of  the  comments  received  on  the  ANPRM  and 
UMTA 's  determination  of  the  need  for  regulations  once 
the  policy  statement  on  maintenance  has  been  written. 


G.  CiUtion:  49  CFR  pL  638 


Bus  Rehabilitation 
UMTA  Docket  80-A. 


Program, 


A.  Description:  Regulations  to  implement  a  policy  in  which  Charlotte  Adams, 
UMTA  will  participate  in  the  rehabilitation  of  older  buses.  (202)  426-4033 
The  regulations  set  out  the  guidelines  for  eligibility  and 
participation  in  the  program. 


B.  Why  Significant  Substantial  controversy  was  generated 
upon  publication  of  the  NPRM. 


Withdrawn. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation 


D.  Need:  To  provide  a  national  funding  basis  for  a  bus 
rehabilitation  program  and  to  ensure  the  prudent  use  and 

.  maximum  effectiveness  of  Federal  and  local  money. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  3  and  5  of  the  UMT  Act,  as 
amended. 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  published  February  11, 1980  (45  FR 
9244).  Comments  were  invited  through  May  2, 1980  (after 
an  extension  of  the  comment  period).  Based  on  the 
substantial  controversy  generated  upon  publication  of  the 
NPRM,  this  proposal  was  reclassified  as  a  significant 
rMulation.  Final  rule  published  on  January  29,  1981  (46 
FR  9862),  originally  scheduled  to  go  into  effect  March  31, 
1981.  Effective  date  delayed  until  March  31, 1981  (46  FR 
10706)  for  review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  On 
March  30,  1981,  UMTA  further  postponed  the  effective 
date  for  this  rule  until  May  15,  1981  (46  FR  19235)  and 
proposed  to  withdraw  the  rule  and  to  substitute  non- 
regulatory  policy  guidance  for  it  (46  FR  19270).  The 
comment  period  dosed  on  April  15,  1981.  AH  the  com¬ 
ments  received  supported  UMTA’s  proposal  and  UMTA 
withdrew  this  rule  on  May  14,  1981  (46  FR  26651).  The 
non-regulatory  guidance  will  be  published  in  the  Notice 
section  of  the  Federal  Register  in  the  future. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  640 . 


Air  Quality  Guidelines 


This  regulation  was  jointly  developed  by  UMTA  and  FHWA 
and  IS  summarized  elsewhere  in  this  agenda  1^  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration.  Interim  final  rule  issued 
on  January  19,  1981,  and  effective  immediately  (46  FR 
8426;  January  26,  1981).  The  closing  date  for  comments 
on  this  final  rule  was  July  27, 1981.  This  rule  is  subject  to 
review  under  Executive  Order  12291. 


Jocelyn  Karp, 

(202)  426-1906;  or 
James  Getzewich, 
(202)  426-4991; 
FHWA;  Jesse  R. 
Chaves, 

(202)  426-4836 


Further  action  to  be 
determined  pending 
Executive  Order 
12291  review. 


Exemption  Procedures 


A.  Description:  UMTA  plans  to  publish  procedures  that  Jocelyn  Karp, 
would  allow  persons  to  petition  for  exemptions  from  (202)  426-1906 
existing  UMTA  regulations. 


NPRM  October  1981. 


B.  Why  Significant  The  regulation  would  provide  for  the 
exemption  from  significant  regulations. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation 
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Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

0.  Need:  To  provide  a  formal  mechanism  for  the  public  to 
obtain  exemptions. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sections  3,  5,  and  12(a)  of  the  UMT  Act  of 
1964  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1602, 1604  and  1608(a)). 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  to  be  prepared  and  issued  by 
October  1981. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  602 . . . 

Nonsignificant  Regulations 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

tCharter  Bus  Regulations . 

These  regulations  provide  more  detailed  information  regard¬ 
ing  the  restrictions  placed  on  charter  bus  operations  in 
section  3(f)  of  the  UMT  Act  49  U.S.C.  1601.  UMTA 
received  considerable  comments  as  a  result  of  an 
ANPRM  dated  December  29,  1976  (41  FR  56680)  and  a 
hearing  held  thereafter.  ANPRM  published  on  January  19, 
1981  (46  FR  5394).  The  comment  period  closed  qn 
March  5,  1981.  Further  action  on  this  item  depends  on 
UMTA’s  current  examination  and  evaluation  of  the  role  of 
private  enterprise  in  the  UMTA  program  (49  CFR  pt  604). 

Ernesto  Fuentes, 

(202)  426-1906 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Innovative  Techniques  and  Meth¬ 
ods  Set-Aside. 

These  regulations  would  prescribe  policies  and  procedures 
for  administering  the  grant  programs  for  projects  using 
innovative  techniques  and  mett^s  in  the  management 
and  operation  of  public  transportation  services  under 
Section  4(0  of  the  UMT  Act  as  amended.  The  NPRM 
was  published  on  December  1,  1980  (45  FR  79669).  The 
comment  period  closed  on  February  25,  1981.  This  is 
being  withdrawn  as  a  rulemaking  document  Provisions  of 
the  NPRM  wilt  be  used  for  guidance.  The  application 
instructions  for  this  program  will  be  issued  by  UMTA  in 
the  "Notice”  section  of  the  Federal  Register.  (49  CFR 
pt  644). 

Norm  Ensrud, 

(202)  426-4984 

To  be  withdrawn. 

Miscellaneous  Amendments— Or¬ 
ganization,  Functions,  and  Pro¬ 
cedures. 

These  amendments  will  reflect  modiTications  in  the  organi¬ 
zation  and  distribution  of  functions  as  welt  as  chariges  in 
the  delegations  of  authority  within  the  Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Administration.  (49  CFR  pt  601). 

Mary  Pat  Stephenson, 
(202)  426-4011 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Public  Hearing  Requirements . 

/ 

UMTA’s  regulations  implement  Section  5(0(3)  of  the  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as  amended.  This 
section  requires  a  public  hearing  or  an  opportunity  for  a 
pubTic  hearing  prior  to  increases  in  general  levels  of 
transit  fares  or  substantial  changes  in  service.  A  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  was  published  on  July  16,  1979  (44 
FR  41272).  Comments  were  invited  throi^  August  30, 
1979.  FR  published  April  17,  1980  (45  FR  26298)  (49 
CFR  Part  635).  The  final  rule  invited  comments  through 
June  20,  1980  on  UMTA’s  treatment  of  “substantal 
changes  in  service.”  Final  rule  pttolished  on  January  19^ 
1981  (46  FR  5746),  (49  CFR  pt  635A);  originally  sohed- 
uled  to  go  Into  effect  on  February  18,  1981.  Effective 
date  postponed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for 
review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  After  extensive 
review,  UMTA  decided  to  permk  this  rule  to  become 
effective  ert  March  31,  1981. 

Charlotte  Adams, 

(202)  472-6997 

Action  complete. 
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Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Investigation  of  Safety  Hazards  in 
Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Systems. 

These  regulations  would  establish  the  policy  and  proceed¬ 
ings  to  be  followed  in  the  implementation  of  Section  107 
of  the  National  Mass  Transportation  Assistance  Act  of 
1974,  including  the  investigation  of  an  unsafe  condition, 
the  requiring  of  a  plan  for  coaecting  an  unsafe  condition, 
and  the  withholdi^  of  financial  assistance  until  such  a 
plan  is  approved  or  implemented.  (49  CFR  pt  631). 

Tom  Prendergast, 

(202)  426-9545 

Further  action  to  be 
determHied. 

Standards  and  Procedures  for 
Third  Party  Contracts. 

These  standards  and  procedures  would  provide  guidance 
on  third  party  contracting  by  recipients  of  Federal  assist¬ 
ance  from  UMTA.  They  would  implement  0MB  Circular 
A-102,  Attachment  B  and  Attachmerrt  0.  A  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  on  September  20, 
1979  (44  FR  54513).  Comments  were  invited  through 
November  15,  1979.  The  comment  period  was  extended 
to  January  3,  1960  in  a  notice  published  Hi  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  1,  1979  (44  FR  62918).  (49  CFR 
pt.  666). 

Arlan  Eadie, 

(202)  426-2710 

Further  action  to  bo 
determined. 

1 

R^ulations  Governing  Formula 
Operating  Assistance  Grants  to 
Urbanized  Areas. 

These  regulations  would  streamline  the  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  governing  the  Operating  Grant  Program  of  Section 

5  of  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended  (49  U:S.C.  160^.  Included  Hi  the  regulations 
would  be  application  procedures,  general  program  re¬ 
quirements,  and  project  management  requirements.  The 
closing  date  for  comments  was  December  1,  1980  (49 
CFR  pt.  645).  UMTA  has  dectded  to  withdraw  this  rvle- 
making  and  to  issue  it  as  nort-regulatory  policy  guidance 
that  will  be  published  in  the  Notice  section  of  the  Federal 
Register, 

Candace  Noonan, 

(202)  472-6997 

To  be  withdrawn. 

Maintenance  of  Effort  Require¬ 
ments. 

These  regulations  would  implement  Section  5(0  of  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1604(0,  which  deals  with  maintenance  of  effort  by 
designated  recipients  of  Federal  mass  transportation 
funds.  The  maintenance  of  effort  requirement  is  imposed 
to  ensure  that  state  and  local  support  and  mass  transpor¬ 
tation  non-farebox  revenues  will  be  maintained  for  provi¬ 
sion  of  mass  transportation  sen/ices.  The  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  would  Hnplement  1978  legislative  changes  giving 
recipients  of  fijnds  greater  flexibility  Hi  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements.  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  August  27,  1979  (44  FR  50068).  Comments 
were  invited  through  October  It,  1979,  The  provision  in 
the  UMT  Act  requiring  maintenance  of  effort  will  not  apply 
to  funds  appropriated  for  use  after  September  30,  1981. 
Therefore,  UMTA  has  determined  that  there  is  no  need 
for  a  regulation  and  has  withdrawn  this  item.  (49  CFR 
Part  646). 

Candace  Noonan, 

(202)  472-6997 

To  be  withdrawn. 

i 

Project  Management  Guidelines 
for  Grantees. 

These  regulations  would  provide  grantees  with  guidelines 
and  procedures  to  be  applied  in  administering  UMTA 
grants,  cooperative  agreements,  and  loans.  These  guide¬ 
lines  are  intended  to  assist  grantees  Hi  meeting  various 
grant  management  responsibilities  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments.  NPRM  published  September  11.  1980  445  FR 
60306).  The  comment  period  dosed  on  December  8, 
1980.  UMTA  has  decided  to  withdraw  this  rulemaking 
activity  and  to  issue  it  as  non-regulatory  guidance  that  will 
be  published  in  the  Notice  section  of  the  Federal  Register 
(49  CFR  pt.  662). 

Timothy  Wolgast, 

(202)  426-4011 

To  be  withdrawn. 

48494  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  190  /  Thursday.  October  1, 1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  SEMI-ANNUAL  REGULATIONS  AGENDA  AND  REVIEW  LIST 

AGENDA 

UMTA  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 


Nonsignificant  Regulations— Continued 

[Key  10  symbols:  ‘New  Item.  fAnalysis  or  review  being  considered  under  Regulatory  Flexibifity  Act.  •Regulation  selected  for  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  agenda] 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

-I  Application  Instructions  for  Capi¬ 
tal  Assistance  Projects.. 

These  regulations  would  provide  program  information  and 
application  instructions  and  procedures  for  capital  assist¬ 
ance  under  Sections  3  and  5  of  the  Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  and  for  assistance  for 
Interstate  Substitution  and  Federal-Aid  Urban  Systems 
(FAUS)  non-highway  Public  Mass  Transit  Projects  under 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1973.  UMTA  has  decided 
to  withdraw  ^is  rulemaking  activity  and  to  issue  it  as  non- 
regulatory  policy  guidance  that  will  be  published  in  the 
Notice  section  of  the  Federal  Register.  (49  CFR  pL  643). 

Charlotte  Adams, 

(202)  472-6997 

Action  Taminated. 

Stockpiling  of  Buses  0JMTA 
Docket  80-6). 

i  ■ 

These  regulations  would  provide  guidance  concemirtg  the 
evaluation  of  requests  by  grantees  for  permission  to 
stockpile  older  buses  being  replaced  with  UMTA  assist¬ 
ance.  NPRM  published  March  3,  1980  (45  FR  13994). 
Comments  were  invited  through  April  16,  1980.  Rr>al  rule 
pubiished  on  January  19,  1981  (46  FR  5480);  originally 
scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on  February  18,  1981.  Effec¬ 
tive  date  post^ned  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR  1070Q 
for  review  under  Exeartlve  Order  12291.  (49  CFR  089). 
On  March  30,  1981,  UMTA  further  posponed  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  fa-  this  rule  until  May  15,  1981  FR  192^) 

and  proposed  to  withdraw  Pe  rule  and  to  substitute  non- 
regulatory  pokey  guidance  fa  it  (46  FR  19270.  The 
commet4  period  dosed  on  Apr!  It.  1981.  AH  the  com- 
merOs  supported  UMTA's  proposal  and  UMTA  withdrew 
the  rule  on  May  14.  1981  (46  FR  866S1).  The  non- 
regulatory  policy  gtHdanoe  wiH  be  published  in  the  Notice 
section  of  the  Federal  Regista  in  the  kiture . 

Charlotte  Adams, 

(202)  472-6997 

Withdrawn. 

1 

Delvery  of  Section  8  Funds  to 
dmai  Urbanized  Areas  (Those 
with  Fopulatione  Between 
50^  and  200,000). 

The  proposed  policy  would  offer  states  two  options  in 
adoHion  to  the  current  way  UMTA  delivers  pianning  funds 
for  small  urbanized  areas.  The  first  option  would  pass 
UMTA  funds  for  small  urbanized  areas  through  the  state 
and  delegate  to  it  certain  management  furwtions  without 
the  neecT  for  Metropolitan  Planning  Organisation  (MPO) 
concurrence.  The  secorKi  option,  which  could  only  be 
selected  if  the  affected  MPOs  agree  to  it,  would  involve 
agre^ent  wi^  FHWA  whereby  UMTA  would  fund 

James  Getzewich, 

(202)  426-4991  j 

Ar^ion  terminated. 

large  MPOs  directly  for  both  highway  and  transit  planning 
and  FHWA  would  fund  smaller  MPOs  for  both  types  of 
planning.  UMTA  has  decided  to  withdraw  this  rulemaking 
and  to  issue  it  as  non-regulatory  pokey  guidance  that  wiU 
be  published  in  the  Notice  section  of  the  Fedaat  Regista. 

tTechnology  Introduction . 

These  relations  would  implement  Section  3(a)(1)(C)  of 
the  UMt  Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  by  prescribing  poli¬ 
cies  and  procedures  for  administering  the  ^ant  program 
for  projects  that  would  introduce  new  tech(X}lo^  into 
public  transportation.  NPRM  published  on  January  19, 
1981  (46  FR  5832).  The  comment  period  dosed  on 
March  20,  1981.  UMTA  has  decided  to  witodraw  this 
rulemaking  activity  and  to  issue  it  as  non-regulatory  pokey 
guidance  that  will  be  published  in  the  Notice  section  of 
the  Fedaat  Regista.  Until  then,  the  January  19,  1981, 
NPRM  should  be  used  as  guidance. 

Robert  Haught, 

(202)  426-9545. 

To  be  withdrawn. 
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Urban  Initiatives  Program . . . 

UMTA  issued  regulations  governing  its  Urban  Initiatives 
Program.  The  Urban  Initiatives  Program  provides  funding 
for  mass  transportation  projects  that  enhance  urban  de¬ 
velopment.  The  regulations  codify  and  clarify  existing 
requirements  and  guidelines  concerning  the  program.  An 
NPRM  was  published  on  October  23,  1980  (45  FR 
70412).  Comments  were  received  through  December  8, 
1980.  A  Final  Rule  was  issued  on  January  19,  1981  (46 
FR  5802),  with  an  effective  date  of  February  18,  1981. 
Effective  date  postponed  until  March  31,  1981  (46  FR 
10706)  for  review  under  Executive  Order  12291.  After 
extensive  review,  UMTA  decided  to  withdraw  this  final 
rule  on  March  30,  1981  (46  FR  19237). 

Casimir  Bonkowski, 
(202)  472-7037 

Withdrawn. 

SLSDC 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation 

Nonsignificant  Regulations 

Jitle 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Operational  Regulations . 

•Tariff  of  Tolls  Amendment . 

Periodic  update  of  33  CFR  Part  401  operational  regulations 
developed,  for  the  most  part,  jointly  with  the  Seaway 
Authority  of  Canada.  Most  recent  Final  Rule  published 
August  7, 1980  (45  FR  52376). 

Revision  of  33  CFR  Part  402  in  accordance  with  statutory 
procedures  33  USC  988. 

Frederick  A.  Bush, 

(315)  764-3245 

Robert  D.  Kraft, 

(202)  426-3574 

Next  update  January 
'  15,  1981. 

September  15, 1981. 

RSPA 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration 

Significant  Regulations:  Other 

Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Highway  Routing  of  Radioactive 
Materials  (Docket  No.  HM-164). 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  establishes  routing  require¬ 
ments  for  the  highway  carriage  of  radioactive  materials. 

B.  Why  Significant  There  is  substantial  public  interest  and 
controversy  over  the  regulation  and  it  will  have  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  on  the  Federal  Highway  Administration. 

C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . 

D.  Need:  To  provide  a  basis  for  deciding  whether  Federal 
routing  requirements  are  necessary  for  the  highway  trans¬ 
portation  of  hazardous  materials. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1803, 1804, 1808 . 

J.  C.  Allen, 

(202)  472-2726 

Undergoing  Executive 

Order  12291 
review. 
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F.  Chronology:  Administrative  ruling  on  Federal  pre-emp¬ 
tion:  Publish^  a  public  notice  and  invitation  to  comment 
on  Aug.  15.  1977  (42  FR  41202);  Public  hearing  (New 
York)  was  held  on  Nov.  10,  1977  (42  FR  64487);  Ruling 
published  April  20.  1978  (42  FR  16945);  Rulemaking: 
ANPRM  issued  Aug.  17.  1978  (43  FR  36492);  Public 
hearing  (Washington)  was  held  on  Nov.  29,  1978.  NPRM 
issued  January  31,  1980  (45  FR  7140).  Published  NPRM 
announcing  dates  and  locations  of  five  public  hearings  on 
March  6,  1980  (45  FR  14609).  Two  additional  hearings 
announced  May  15.  1960  (45  FR  32030).  All  hearings 
completed.  FR  published  January  19. 1981  (46  FR  5298). 
Scheduled  to  go  into  effect  February  1,  1982,  but  under¬ 
going  review  under  Executive  Order  12291. 

G.  Citation:  49  CFR  pt  177 . 


Development  of  New  Standards 
for  Liquefied  Natural  Gas  (LNG) 
Facilities  (Docket  No. 
OPSO-46). 


A.  Deserfptton:  Comprehensive  new  standards  for  the  L.  Furrow, 
siting,  design,  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  (202)  426-2392 
of  LNG  facilities. 


B.  Why  Significant:  Considered  significant  due  to  substan¬ 
tial  public  interest  dnd  controversy,  and  due  to  potential 
danger  of  large-scale  LNG  spills. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation . . . . . — 

D.  Need:  The  concerns  of  FederaL  State,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  over  LNG  safety. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1672 _ _ _ 

F.  Chronolo^  ANPRM  published  April  21.  1977  (42  FR 
20076);  NPRM  (siting,  design,  and  construction^  pub¬ 
lished  February  8,  1979  (44  FR  8142);  NPRM  (operation 
and  maintenance);  published  February  11,  1980  (45  FR 
9220);  Final  Rules  (siting,  design,  and  construction):  Pub¬ 
lished  February  11.  1980  (45  FR  9184).  Effective  March 
15,  1980,  except  as  noted.  Final  rules  (operation  and 
maintenance)  pubRshed  October  23. 1980  (45  FR  70390). 
Effective  July  23,  1981,  except  as  noted,  subject  to 
review  under  E.O.  12291.  Petitions  for  reconsideration 
answered  August  28, 1980  (45  FR  57402). 


Q.  CitatiorK  49  CFR  pt.  193  (new) 


Tank  Car  Safety  Improvements: 
Specifications  and  Retrofit 
(Docket  No.  HM-175). 


A.  DescriptlorK  This  project  would  extend  the  puncture  and  L.  A.  Peterson, 
thermal  protection  systems  now  required  for  DOT  112  (202)  426-0897 

and  114  tank  cars  to  existing  DOT  105  tank  cars  and  to 
other  newly  constructed  tank  cars.  (New  construction  of 
DOT  105  tank  cars  is  addressed  in  Docket  No.  HM-174, 

Safety  Improvement  Program  for  DOT  105  Tank  Cars.). 


B.  Why  Sigrtificant  There  is  substantial  public  interest  in 
tank  car  safety  and  in  retrofit  issues. 


C.  Analysis:  Regulatory  Evaluation. 


D.  Need:  To  determine  the  extent  to  which  current  thermal 
and  puncture  standards  should  be  applied  to  the  existing 
DOT  105  tank  car  fleet,  and  to  other  similarly  used  tank 
cars. 


Undergoing  Executive 
Order  12291 
review. 


NPRM  November 
1981. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  49  U.S.C.  1803, 1804, 1808 
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F.  Chronology:  ANPRM  published  July  21.  1980  (45  FR 
48668);  public  comment  period  closed  October  16, 1980. 

Nonsignificant  Regulations 


Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Intermodal  Portable  Tanks 

(Docket  No.  HM-167). 

Standards  for  new  specifications  for  portable  tanks  and 
procedures  for  use  of  these  portable  tanks  for  certain 
hazardous  materials.  NPRM  published  Dec.  11.  t978  (43 
FR  58050).  (49  CFR  107.400-.407.  178.271,  178.272). 
FR  published  January  29,  1981  (46  FR  9880).  Executive 
Order  12291  Review  completed.  Correction  published 
March  30,  1981  (46  FR  19236).  Effective  May  1. 1981. 

E.  Altemos, 

(202)  426-0656 

Action  complete. 

Review:  Recodification  of  Radio¬ 
active  Requirements  (Docket 
No.  HM-169). 

Proposed  consolidation,  simplication  and  recodification  of 
the  existing  requirements  applicable  to  the  transportation 
of  radioactive  materials  to  make  them  compatible  with 
latest  revised  international  standards  as  promulgated  by 
the  International  Atomic  Energy  Agency..NPRM  published 
Jan.  8. 1979  (44  FR  1852).  (Newpt.  127  to  49  CFR). 

R.  Rawl, 

(202)  426-2311 

FR  October  1981. 

Safety  Improvement  Program  for 
DOT  105  Tank  Cars  (Docket 
No.  HM-174). 

Changes  current  safety  performance  standards  of  DOT  105 
tank  cars  (49  CFR  pt.  179).  NPRM  corweming  thermal 
standards  for  new  tank  cars,  and  coupler  retrofit,  pub¬ 
lished  July  21.  1980  (45  FR  48671).  FR  published  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1981  (46  FR  8005).  Originally  scheduled  to  go 
into  effect  March  1,  1981.  Effective  date  delayed  until 
March  31,  1981  (46  FR  10706)  for  review  under  E.O. 
12291.  Correction  published  Mewch  30,  1981.  Petitions  for 
reconsideration  to  be  answered  by  May  31,  1981  follow¬ 
ing  extensive  review  of  materials  submitted.  Response  to 
petitions  for  reconsideration  and  resulting  amendments 
published  August  24,  1981  (46  FR  42678). 

L  A.  Peterson, 

(202)  426-0897 

Action  complete. 

Cryogenic  Liquids  (Docket  No. 
HM-115). 

Proposed  stemdards  and  procedures  for  the  transportation 
of  cryogenic  liquids,  (NPRM  published  Mar.  8,  1979).  (44 
FR  12826)  (49  CFR  172.101,  173.316).  Hearing  (Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.)  held  on  April  17,  1979.  Comment  period 
extended  to  October  9,  1979  to  permit  further  considera¬ 
tion  of  issues  raised  in  hearing. 

P  Sosy 

(202) '755-4906 

FR  September  1981. 

Definition  of  a  Rammable  Solid 
(Project  118-71). 

Consideration  of  new  standards  for  classifying  a  material  as 
a  flammable  solid.  Previously  part  of  Docket  HM-118, 
which  was  terminated  May  22,  1980  (45  FR  34560)  to 
permit  publication  of  ANPRM. 

C.  Schultz, 

(202)  426-2311 

ANPRM  Afa/ 1981. 

Radiation  Exposure  for  Transpor¬ 
tation  Workers  (Project  263-78). 

Consideration  of  methods  which  will  reduce  radiation  expo¬ 
sure  levels  to  transportation  workers  (New  Sections). 
Proposal  converted  to  ANPRM  to  permit  development  of 
basic  data. 

R.  Rawl, 

(202)  426-2311 

ANPRM  Noven4>er 
1981. 

Review:  Reclassification  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Procedures  For  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicles  (Project  261-78). 

Proposed  simplification  and  recodification  of  the  existing 
operating  procedures  for  transportation  of  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  by  motor  vehicles  as  prescribed  in  Part  177.  Devel¬ 
opment  of  driver  training  requirements  (formerly  Project 
270-78).  (49  CFR  pt.  177). 

J.  Fulnecky, 

(202)  426-1700 

NPRM  July  1981. 
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Design  and  Construction  of  Pipe¬ 
lines  Carrying  Highly  Volatile 
Liquids  (Drcket  No.  PS-56A). 

Operation  standards  for  pipelines  carrying  kiighly  volatile 
liquids.  ANPRM  published  February  5,  1979,  (44  FR 
6961).  This  rule  requires  the  addition  of  water  to  ammo¬ 
nia  in  pipelines.  (49  CFR  pt.  195).  NPRM  published 
February  7,  1980  (45  FR  8323).  FR  published  January  2, 
1981  (46  FR  39).  Originally  scheduled  to  go  into  effect 
February  2,  1981.  Effective  date  delayed  until  March  31, 
1981  (46  FR  10706)  and  ^ain  untilJune  30.  1981  (46 
FR  20556)  for  review  under  E.O.  12291.  After  completion 
of  the  review  under  E.O.  12291,  the  FR  was  revoked 
retroactive  to  June  29.  1981.  FR  published  duty  27.  1981 
(46  FR  38357). 

F.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

Action  complete. 

Retention  of  Radiographic  Film . 

Recordkeeping  requirement  for  radiographic  film  would  be 
revoked  for  hazardous  liquid  pipelines  (49  CFR  pt.  1 95). 

F.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

Placing  Longitudinal  Weld  Seams 
in  Upper  Pipe  Half  (PS-66). 

Proposal  would  require  location  of  longitudirtal  weld  seams 
in  the  upper  half  of  pipe  during  construction  of  hazardous 
liquid  pipelines.  ANPRM  published  March  27,  1980,  (45 
FR  20142).  (49  CFR  pt.  195). 

F.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

NPRM  October  1981. 

Heat  Treatment  of  Hard  Spots  in 
Steel  Pipe.  (PS-58). 

Allowable  temperature  for  heat  treating  hard  spots  in  steel 
pipe  would  be  increased.  NPRM  published  September  13. 
1979,  (44  FR  53185).  (49  CFR  pt.  192). 

W,  Dennis, 

(202)  426-2392 

FR  October  1981. 

Qualifying  Components  for  Use  in 
Gas  Pipelines.  (PS-64). 

General  criteria  would  be  proposed  for  qualifying  the  use  of 
pipeline  components  other  than  the  pipe  itself.  NPRM 
published  March  3.  1980  (45  FR  13783).  (49  CFR  pL 
192). 

L.  Furrow, 

(202)  426-2392 

FR  October  1981. 

Transportation  of  Natural  and 
Other  Gas  by  Pipeline  (PS-57). 

Requirements  for  procedures  and  instrumentation  for  use  in 
rfionitoring  gas  for  odorants  would  be  proposed.  NPRM 
published  February  22,  1979  (44  FR  10604).  (49  CFR  pL 
192). 

W.  Dennis, 

(202)  426-2082 

FR  September  1981. 

Leak  Survey  (PS-62) . 

Present  leak  survey  requirements  would  be  amended  in 
accordance  with  practices  necessary  for  safety.  (49  CFR 
pL  192).  NPRM  published  December  13,  1979  (44  FR 
72201). 

W.  Dennis, 

(202)  426-2392 

FR  October  1981. 

Interior  Piping  (PS-67) . 

The  adequacy  of  existing  standards  with  regard  to  safety 
problems  concerning  interior  piping  would  be  examined 
and  new  standards  may  be  proposed.  ANPRM  published 
April  3, 1980  (45  FR  221 18).  (49  CFR  pt.  192). 

R.  Langley, 

(202)  426-2392 

NPRM  November 
1981. 

Procedures  To  Guard  Against 

Proposed  standards  requiring  gas  pipeline  operators  to 

L  Furrow, 

NPRM  September 

Blasting  Effects  in  Gas  Pipe¬ 
lines. 

have  procedures  to  protect  facilities  affected  by  blasting. 
(49  CFR  pt.  192). 

(202)  426-2392 

1981. 

Location,  Size,  and  Operating 
Pressure  of  Pipelines  (PS-61). 

Operators  would  be  required  to  maintain  maps  and  records 
to  identify  the  location,  size,  and  operating  pressure  of  all 
pipelines.  ANPRM  published  November  29,  1979  (44  FR 
68493).  (49  CFR  pL  192). 

R.  Langley, 

(202)  426-2392 

NPRM  August  1981. 

Hot  Taps  in  Gas  Pipelines 
(PS-60). 

Operators  would  be  required  to  identify  a  pipeline  by  pres¬ 
sure  monitoring  or  other  means  before  performing  a  hot 
tap  on  it  (49  CFR  pt.  192).  NPRM  published  November 
29, 1979  (44  FR  68491). 

R.  Langley, 

(202)  426-2392 

FR  September  1981. 

Excavation  Damage  (PS-59). . . 

.  Operators  would  be  required  to  participate  in  a  program  to 
prevent  excavation  damage  to  underground  pipelines  (49 
CFR  pt.  192).  NPRM  published  November  15.  1979  (44 
FR  65792). 

R.  Simmons, 

(202)  426-2082 

FR  August  1981. 

Reportirm  Abnormal  Operations 
at  LN(a  Facilities. 

Requirements  for  reporting  abnormal  operations  at  LNQ 
facilities  would  be  proposed.  (49  CFR  pt.  193). 

L  Furrow, 

(202)  426-2392 

ANPRM  /I<ygi/sn981. 
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Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Review:  Line  Markers  on  Naviga¬ 
ble  Waterways  for  Pipelines 
(PS-69). 

The  required  number,  size,  and  location  of  line  markers 
along  navigable  waterways,  including  definition  of  “navi¬ 
gable  waters”  would  be  made  more  appropriate.  (49  CFR 
pt  192).  ANPRM  piAlished  June  22.  1981  (46  FR  32287). 

R.  Simmons, 

(202)  426-2082 

NPRM  November 

1981. 

Cargo  Tank  Corrosion  (Project 
285-79). 

Consideration  of  the  effects  of  corrosion  to  the  structural 
integrity  of  cargo  tanks.  Would  establish  a  prescribed  test 
for  the  degree  of  corrosion  of  cargo  tanks  (49  CFR  pt 
178). 

A.  Mallen, 

(202)  755-4906 

NPRM  August  1981. 

MtsceHaneous  Hazardous  Materi¬ 
als  Communications  Regula¬ 
tions  (Project  289-79). 

Development  of  miscellaneous  proposals  dealing  with  the 
communications  regulations  such  as  odorization  of  gas 
arxl  availability  of  shipping  papers  to  emergency  re¬ 
sponse  personnel.  (49  (jFR  pt.  172). 

L.  Metcalfe, 

(202)  426-0656 

NPRM  May  1982. 

Transportation  of  Wet  Electric 
Storage  Batteries  (Docket  No. 
HM-173). 

Would  establish  new  standards  for  transportation  of  wet  cell 
electric  storage  batteries,  and  for  wet  cell  battery 
equipped  wheelchairs  on  passenger-carrying  aircraft 
Separated  from  Docket  No.  HM-166  due  to  public  inter¬ 
est  NPRM  published  May  21.  1979  (44  M  29509). 
Meeting  anrwuncement  and  request  for  comment  pub- 
Rshed  Feb.  28,  1980  (45  FR  1315^.  M9  CFR  pt.  173). 
Meetings  held  on  April  3  (Washington,  D.C.)  and  April  16, 
1980  (Denver,  Colorado).  Due  to  piMic  Intereet  and  eom- 
mente,  a  seeend  NPRM  will  be  published. 

E.  Mazzullo, 

(202)  426-2075 

NPRM  April  1981. 

Reports  of  Leake,  and  Federal 
Safety  Standards. 

Addressee  tor  written  leak  and  annual  reports  to  be 
changed.  Requirements  for  fWng  inspection  and  mainte- 
'  nance  plans  to  be  deleted.  (49  CFR  pts.  191,  192).  FR 
published  July  20.  1981  (46  FR  37290).  Ellectve  Jufy  20. 
1981. 

L.  Furrow, 

(202)  426-2392 

AOktn  cemplete. 

\ 

Transportation  of  Liquids  by  Pipe¬ 
line. 

Safety  standards  for  hazardous  iquk)  pipelines  to  be  re¬ 
issued  to  comport  with  the  Hazardous  Liquid  Pipelirte 
Safety  Act  of  1979  (49  CFR  pt  195).  FR  published  Jiify 
27.  1981  (46  FR  38357).  Etfective  July  27.  1981. 

E.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

AcUon  complete. 

Transportation  of  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  on  Trailer-On-Flatcar 
(Docket  No.  HM-177). 

Would  establish  standards  for  TOFC  operations.  Hearing 
announcement  and'  request  for  comment  published  Janu¬ 
s'  26,  1981  (46  FR  8055).  (49  CFR  pt.  17^.  Docket 
HM-177  was  established  to  resolve  the  TOFC  problem 
area  that  arose  from  HM-167.  MTB  will  leave  HM-177 
open  while  the  problem  is  being  resolved. 

R.  Barlow, 

(202)  755-4906 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

Air  Transportation  of  Limited 
Quantities  of  Low  Level  Radio¬ 
active  Materials;  Exemption  Re¬ 
newal.  (Docket  No.  UM-149-C). 

To  extend  the  limited  exemption  in  Part  175  that  provides 
for  air  transport  of  limited  quantities  of  radioactive  materi¬ 
als  having  very  low  radiation  levels.  (49  CFR  pts.  172, 
175).  NPRM  published  April  9,  1981  (46  FR  21202).  FR 
published  April  30.  1961  (46  FR  24184). 

T.  Allan, 

(202)  426-2075 

Action  complete. 

•Shipping  Papers  for  Limited 
Quar>tities  (Docket  No. 

HM-166). 

Proposed  deletion  of  limited  quantity  radioactive  materials 
detailed  shipping  paper  requirements  and  associated 
marking  modification.  ANPRM  published  December  8, 
1980  (45  FR  80843). 

R.  Rawl, 

(202)  426-2311 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

•Radiation  Level  Specifications 
Pt  173  (49  CFR  173.3930)). 

Proposed  rewrite  of  49  CFR  173.393  (0  and  (D  for  clarity 
and  enforceability. 

W.  Carriker, 

(202)  426-2311 

NPRM  September 
1981. 

•Private  Carriers  Licensed  to  use 
Radioactive  Materials. 

Proposed  exceptions  for  private  carriers  who  also  are  R- 
censed  to  use  radioactive  materials  in  the  course  of  their 
busirresses.  (49  CFR  Pts.  173  and  177). 

W.  Carriker, 

(202)  426-2311 

NPRM  January  1982. 

•Specification  Packages  of  Type 
B  and  Fissile  RadiosK:tive  Mate¬ 
rials. 

Advance  rtotice  to  address  feasibility  of  continued  use  and 
needed  modifications  of  certain  radioactive  materials 
package  designs  (49  CFR  R.  173). 

R.  Rawl, 

(202)  426-2311 

ANPRM  December 
1981 

•(3uality  AssurarKe  for  Radioac¬ 
tive  Materials  Shippers. 

Advance  notice  to  solicit  comments  on  the  desirability  of 
establishing  quality  assurance  program  requirements  for 
all  shippers  of  radioactive  materials.  (49  CFR  R.  173). 

R.  Rawl, 

(202)  426-2311 

ANPRM  March  1982. 
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Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Earliest  expected 
decision  date 

Conversion  of  Individual  ' Exempt 
tions  to  Regulations  of  General 
Applicability  (Docket  No. 
HM-139). 

NPRM  approximately  every  four  months;  with  FR  targeted 
approximately  two  months  thereafter. 

D.  Raines, 

(202)  472-2726 

April  1981-Aprit  1982. 
Most  recent  FR 
undergoing 

Executive  Order 
12291  review. 

Minor  Regulatory  Adjustments  to 
Regulations  of  General  Applica¬ 
bility  (Docket  No.  HM-166). 

NPRM  approximately  every  four  months;  virith  FR  targeted 
approximately  two  months  thereafter. 

D.  Raines, 

(202)  472-2726 

April  1981 -April  1982. 
Most  recent  FR 
undergoing 

Executive  Order 
12291  review. 

Matter  Incorporated  by  Reference 
(hazardous  materials).  (Docket 
No.  HM-22). 

NPRM  every  six  months;  with  FR  targeted  two  months 
thereafter. 

L.  Metcalf, 

(202)  426-2075 

April  1981 -April  1982. 
Most  recent  FR 
undergoing 

Executive  Order 
12291  review. 

Withdrawal  of  Certain  Delegations 
of  Authority  to  the  Bureau  of 
Explosives  (Docket  No. 

HM-163).- 

Prior  responsibilities  delegated  to  the  Bureau  of  Explosives 
would  be  withdrawn  in  series  of  rulemaking  actions. 
NPRM  every  three  months;  with  FR  targeted  two  months 
thereafter.  FR  published  April  16,  1981  (46  FR  22194). 
Correction  published  April 27,  1981  (46  FR  23461). 

D.  Raines, 

(202)  472-2726 

April  1981 -April  1982. 
Most  recent  FR 
undergoing 

Executive  Order 
12291  review. 

Matter  Incorporated  by  Reference 
(pipelines). 

Documents  incorporated  by  reference  would  be  updated  to 
later  published  editions.  NPRM  every  year,  with  FR  six 
months  later.  Most  recent  FR  published  February  2, 1981 
(46  FR  10157).  Originsilly  scheduled  to  go  into  effect 
March  4, 1981.  Became  effective  March  31,  1981. 

R.  Simmons, 

(202)  426-2082 

April  1981-April  1982. 

OST  Office  of  the  Secretary 


Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t#  Minority  Business  Enterprise 
(Financial  Assistance  Program) 
(49  CFR  Part  23). 

This  rule  requires  DOT  financial  assistance  recipients  to 
establish  affirmative  action  plans  to  increase  the  use  of 
minority  and  women-owned  businesses.  The  rule  is  very 
controversial  and  is  the  subject  of  several  lawsuits.  Upon 
review,  a  decision  was  made  to  propose  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  revision  of  this  rule.  (An  interim  amendment  for  the 
contract  award  provision  has  already  been  issued.)  This 
project  has  been  added  to  the  OST  portion  of  the 
Ag^a.  During  the  review  of  these  regulations  the 
impact  of  the  regulation  on  "small  entities"  as  defined  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  has  been  considered.. 

Robert  Ashby, 

(202)  426-4723 

Review  completed. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t#  Nondiscrimination  on  the 

This  rule  requires  all  OOT-assisted  prowams  to  become 
accessible  to  handicapped  persons.  While  many  parts  of 
the  rule  are  not  controversial,  the  part  pertaining  to  mass 
transit  programs  is  potentially  very-  costly  and  is  strongly 
opposed  by  the  transit  industry,  the  House  and  Senate 
passed  separate  versions  of  legislation  last  session  that 
would  have  reduced  the  perceived  impact  of  this  rule. 
DOT  is  currently  reviewing  this  rule.  The  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  submitted  a  legislative  pro¬ 
posal  to  relieve  the  burden  placed  uport  transit  authori¬ 
ties.  A  Federal  Court  of  Appeals  dedaion  in  May  held  that 
section  504  did  not  authorize  the  existing  transit  require¬ 
ments.  DOT  published  an  interim  final  rule  altering  the 
transit  portion  of  the  rule  and  plans  to  publish  an  NPRM 
proposing  changes  for  the  entire  rule.  This  portion  has 
been  added  to  th»  OST  portion  of  the  Agenda. 

Robert  Ashby, 

Review  completed. 

Basis  of  Handicap  (49  CFR 
Part  27). 

(202)  426-4723 

USCG  U.S.  Coast  Guard 


Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Charges  for  Duplicate  Medals  and 
Sales  of  Personal  Property, 
Equipment  or  Services  and 
Rental  (33  CFR  1.26). 

Length  of  time  since  last  evaluated:  changing  economic 
factors.  No  prefect  being  initiated  at  this  time. 

Mr.  A.  Bell, 

(202)  426-1863 

Action  complete. 

Agency  regulations  regarding  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  program 
(33  CFR  pt.  8). 

Length  of  time  since  last  evaluated  and  need  to  reflect 
changed  procedures.  No  project  being  initialed  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Cotter, 

(202)  426-2350 

Action  complete. 

Boating  Safety:  Equipment  Re¬ 
quirement  Personal  Flotation 
Devices  (33  CFR  175.15). 

Length  of  time  since  last  evaluated;  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  project  initiated  to  determine  need  for  carriage 
regulations  revisioa 

LCDR  Schmect, 

(202)  426-4176 

Action  complete:. 
Regulatory  project 
to  commence. 

Boats  and  Associated  Equipment 
Safe  Powering  (33  CFR  pt.  183, 
subpart  D). 

Length  of  time  since  last  evaluated;  standards  may  not  be 
effective  for  all  toats  to  which  these  regutations  apply. 
No  project  to  bo  initiated  at  this  time. 

Mr.  L  Gray. 

(202)  426-4027 

Action  complete. 

Boats  and  Associated  Equipment 
Flotation  Standards  (33  CFR  pt. 
183). 

Length  of  time-  since  last  evaluatod;  standards  may  be 
lirnited  irt  appKcabHity.  No  project  to  be  initiated  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  L.  Gray, 

(202)  426-4027 

Action  complete. 

Licensing  of  Merchant  Seamen . 

Reporting  requirements  associated  with  licensing  may  be  a 
burden  for  the  public.  Regulation  project  to  be  initleded. 

CAPT  Hand, 

(202)  426-1500 

Action  complete. 

Vessel  Documentation . . . 

These  regulations  contain  public  reporting  requirements 
which  have  been  in  effect  for  many  years  and  should  be 
reviewed.  Regulatory  project  (CGD  80- 107)  imtiated. 

Mr.  Ygtesias, 

(202)  426-1494 

1 

Action  compiete. 

Oil  Transfer  and  Oil  Pollution . 

These  regulations  may  contain  overlapping  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  that  could  be  eliminated.  7^  Coast  Guard  is 
undertaking  a  number  of  comprehensive  regulatory  re¬ 
views  under  the  provisions  of  EO.  12291  and  the  Regula¬ 
tory  Flexibility  Act  As  a  result,  this  routine  review  wifi  not 
be  completed. 

CAPT  Corbett, 

(202)  426-2010 

Withdrawn. 

#  Puget  Sound  Vessel  Traffic 
Sen/ice  Rule  (33  CFR  Part  161, 
Subpart  B;  App.  A). 

This  interim  rule  prohibits  oil  tankers  weighing  more  than 
125,000  dead  weight  tons  (DWT)  from  entering  Puget 
Sound.  This  interim  rule  took  effect  in  1978.  The  purpose 
of  the  regulation  was  to  protect  against  environmental 
harm  from  oil  or  polluting  material  spills  that  result  from 
vessel  damage,  destruction  and  loss.  This  interim  rule 
has  been  extremely  controversial.  It  is  favored  by  environ¬ 
mentalists  and  opposed  by  oil  industry  and  shipping 
groups.  Presently,  tests  are  being  coiiducted  by  the 
Coast  Guard,  in  the  area,  to  determine  the  risks  of  tanker 
spillage. 

Mr.  D.  Ziegfield, 

(202)  426-5116 

September  1981. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

#  Marine  Sanitation  Devices  on 
Vessels  (33  CFR  Part  159). 

These  regulations  govern  the  design  and  construction  of 
marine  sanitation  devices  in  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  and  performance  standards  promulgated  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  under  section 
312  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act.  They  also 
contain  the  procedures  by  which  Coast  Guard  enforces 
its  own  and  EPA  standards  pertaining  to  these  devices. 
The  purpose  of  the  regulations  is  to  eliminate  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  untreated  sewage  from  vessels  into  the  waters 
of  the  United  States.  This  is  one  of  the  Coast  Guard’s 
most  controversial  regulations.  The  Coast  Guard  esti¬ 
mates  the  annual  cost  of  the  rule  to  be  $100,(XX),000. 
The  Coast  Guard  estimates  the  cost  of  retrofrtting  boats 
with  these  devices  to  be  $1.000,(X)0,000.  The  regulation 
is  appropriate  for  review  because  of  its  cost  and  because 
of  its  unpopularity  with  boat  owners.  Any  revision  of  the 
regulation,  however,  will  require  coordination  with  the 
EPA. 

LT  Ives, 

(202)  426-1927 

December,  1981. 

•  Documentation  and  Admeas¬ 
urement  of  Vessels  (46  CFR 
Subchapter  G). 

These  regulations  implement  several  very  old  vessel  docu¬ 
mentation  laws.  Those  laws  stipulate  that  commercial 
vessel  owners  must  obtain  documentation  on  their  ves¬ 
sels  from  the  Coast  Guard.  The  implementing  regulations 
are  considered  burdensome  because  they  contain  ex¬ 
tremely  heavy  paperwork  requirements.  UntH  now,  the 
annual  public  cost  of  documentation  has  been  750,000 
person-hours  of  paperwork.  However,  the  96th  Congress 
enacted  legislation  (P.L  96-594)  that  will  allow  the  Coast 
Guard  to  prescribe  simplified  documentation  procedures 
that  would  eliminate  a  large  portion  of  the  papenwork 
requirements.  This  law  will  be  effective  on  July  1, 1982. 

Mr.  J.  Lewis, 

(202)  426-2192 

Review  completed. 
NPRM  to  be  issued, 
November  1981. 

#  Pollution  Prevention  Regula¬ 
tions  (33  CFR  Part  157). 

These  regulations  were  promulgated  pursuant  to  46  U.S.C. 
391  a(7),  (Port  and  Tanker  Safety  Act)  (PTSA).  The  regu¬ 
lations  require  segregated  ballast  tanks,  dean  ballast 
tanks,  and  crude  oil  washing  systems  in  various  combina¬ 
tions  for  oil  tankers.  The  purpose  of  die  regulations  is  to 
prevent  pollution.  The  PTSA  also  requires  a  regulation  to 
be  promulgated  by  January  1,  1986,  that  would  require 
retrofitting  of  United  States  flag  vessels  of  between 
20-40,000  tons  that  are  15  years  old  or  older  with  these 
pollution  prevention  systems.  The  Coast  Guard  initially 
calculates  the  cost  will  be  $5-6  billion  over  a  period  of 
20-30  years.  These  regulations  should  be  reviewed  be¬ 
cause  of  their  cost.  Alro  there  has  been,  in  the  past, 
some  opposition  from  tank  vessel  owners.  However,  the 
PTSA  is  fairly  specific  in  requiring  certain  pollution  pre¬ 
vention  systems  and  legislation  may  be  needed. 

Mr.  J.  Angelo, 

(202)  426-4432 

September  1981. 

#  Vessel  Reporting  Require¬ 
ments  (33  CFR  Part  161). 

These  regulations  were  also  developed  and  promulgated 
pursuant  to  the  PTSA.  They  require  vessel  owners  to 
report  their  locations,  arrivals  and  departures  when  carry¬ 
ing  certain  hazardous  cargoes.  The  barge  industry  and 
certain  boat  owners  in  the  past,  have  opposed  these 
regulations.  This  regulation  should  be  reviewed  because 
of  its  controversy  and  impact  on  the  barge  and  towing 
industry. 

LTJG  Powers, 

(202)  755-1354 

September  1981. 

#  Navigation  Safety  Regulations 
(33  CFR  Part  164). 

These  regulations  were  promulgated  pursuant  to  the  PTSA 
(46  U.S.C.  391a).  The  implementing  regulations  require 
that  commercial  tank  vessels  carry  dual  radar  systems 
and  redundant  (back-up)  steering  systems.  The  cost  is 
estimated  to  be  $50,000  per  tank  vessel  on  a  one-time 
only  basis.  Again,  the  PTSA  is  fairly  specific  in  its  require¬ 
ments,  but  a  review  is  warranted  because  of  controversia- 
lity  with  vessel  owners  and  costs. 

Mr.  Tom  Falvey, 

(202)  426-4958 

September  1981. 
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t*  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Re¬ 
views. 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA) 
review  plan  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  29. 
1981  (46  FR  33404)  the  Coast  Guard  has  deferred 
selecting  any  specific  regulations  for  RFA  review  at  this 
time.  Instead,  the  Coast  Guard  is  dividing  its  regulatory 
material  into  manageable  units  and  determining  which  will 
require  review  under  the  RFA.  Once  ,the  extent  of  the 
required  RFA  review  is  known,  the  Coast  Guard  will 
publish  a  specific  review  schedule. 

Mr.  Bruce  Novak, 

(202)  426-1477 

- 

FAA 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

•Rotorcraft  Certification  and  Op¬ 
erating  Rules  (14  CFR  Parts 
27.  29.  91.  and  127. 

This  win  include  a  review  of  new  flight  control  and  associat¬ 
ed  system  airworthiness  for  rotorcraft.  Previous  notices 
covered  the  applicability  of  rotorcraft  certification,  instru¬ 
ment  flight  rules  (iFR)  certification,  and  the  certification  of 
anti-icing  and  deicing  equipment  This  review  is  based  on 
a  number  of  proposals  discussed  at  the  Rotorcraft  Regu¬ 
latory  Review  held  December  10-14,  1979,  in  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.;  and  the  Rotorcraft  regulatory  Review  Meeting 
held  August  18-20,  1980,  in  Washington,  DC. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

January  1982. 

t#General  Operating  and  Flight 
Rules  (14  CFR  Part  91). 

1 

/ 

Part  91  is  needed  in  order  to  prescribe  the  minimum  safety 
standards  for  all  classes  of  operators  who  operate  within 
the  aviation  system.  The  legal  basis  for  Part  91  is  sec¬ 
tions  313(a)  and  601-610  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a)  and  1421-1430)  and  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 
This  review  is  examining  the  rreed  to  reorganize  and 
realign  the  air  traffic  and  general  operating  rules  to  make 
them  more  understandable  and  easier  to  use.  The  pres¬ 
ent  regulations  reflect  the  many  changes  that  have  oc¬ 
curred m  aviation  since  the  first  set  of  aviation  regulations 
were  promulgated  almost  50  years  ago.  This  review 
would  reorganize  the  subparts,  organize  existing  material 
into  several  new  subparts,  arid  utilize  an  Improved  num¬ 
bering  system  to  provide  for  the  easier  inclusion  of  future 
changes.  Other  improvements  would  be  made  by  deleting 
redundancies,  obsolete  compliance  dates,  and  making 
other  minor  changes.  Phase  1  would  recodify  the  regula¬ 
tion  into  10  subparts  to  make  it  easier  to  use.  This  effort 
has  basically  been  completed.  In  Phase  II  substantive 
changes  would  be  made  to  each  subpart  to  clarify  the 
existing  rules,  simplify  the  language,  delete  obsolete 
rules,  and  consider  proposals  not  included  in  other  review 
programs.  Additionally,  Part  91  wifi  be  reviewed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Executive  Order  12291  to  reduce  regulatory 
burdens  on  the  public.  The  review  plan  wifi  focus  on 
Phase  II  and,  to  a  large  extent,  wifi  be  dependent  upon 
the  results  of  the  Phase  1  effort. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

May  1982. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Corrtact 

Target  date 

#Air  Carrier  Certification.  Operat¬ 
ing  and  Maintenance  Rules  (14 
CFR  Parts  121  and  135).  Ele¬ 
ments  of  the  review: 

^Aircraft  Requirements 
%Manual  Requirements 
^Performance  Limitations 
%Ainvorthiness  Requirements 
^Instrument  and  Equipment  Re¬ 
quirements 

^Maintenance  Requirements 
9Airmen  and  Crewmember  Re¬ 
quirements 
^Training  Programs 
%Crewmember  Qualifications 
^Airplane  Performance  Oper¬ 
ations  Limitation 
%Flight  Time  Limitations 

9Ftight  Operations 
^Dispatching  and  Flight  Release 
Rules,  Records,  and  Reports 

To  evolve  a  single  air  transportation  regulation  ftom  Parte 
121  (Air  Carrier,  Supplemental  Air  Carrier,  and  Commer¬ 
cial  Operators  of  Lar^ge  Aircraft)  and  135  (At  Taxi  Opera¬ 
tors  and  Commercial  Operators)  which  would  embody 
aviation  safety  policy  procedures  rather  than  using  sever¬ 
al  different  regulations  for  this  purpose.  This  would  elimi¬ 
nate  inconsistences  within  each  rule  which  lends  cre¬ 
dence  to  the  public  complaint  that  the  regulations  too 
often  are  unduly  compleK  confusing,  and  difficult  to  un¬ 
derstand.  It  would  allow  Individual  operators  to  conduct 
operations  in  the  most  efficient  manner  possible  to  meet 
established  safety  objectives  and  would  reduce  costs 
wNIe  retaining  the  highest  level  of  safety. 

WnSam  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

March  1962. 

•Pilot  Certification,  Ground  In¬ 
structor  and  Pilot  School  Rules 
(14  CFR  Parts  61  and  141). 

Because  of  the  expansion  of  the  above  reviews  and  due  to 
resource  constraints,  action  has  been  terminated  on 
these  reviews. 

William  J.  Sullivan, 

(202)  755-8716 

Action  terminated. 

•Production  and  Quality  Control 
System  Rules  (14  CFR  Part  21). 

. rto .  . 

. do 

Action  tempted 

•Deregulation  of  Sport  Aviation 
(14  CFR  Parts  21  and  91). 

. do . . . . 

. ,  do 

Action  terminated 

•Normal,  Utility  and  Acrobatic 
Category  Airworthiness  Rules 
(14  CFR  Part  23). 

. do . 

. tin 

Action  terminated 

•Repair  Station  Rules  (14  CFR 
Part  145). 

. do . ' . 

. do 

Action  terminated. 

FHWA  Federal  Highway  Administration 


Regulations  selected  for  review 


Reasons  for  selection 


Corttact 


Target  date 


State  Internal  Audit  Responsibility 
(23CFRpt  12). 

*Statement  of  Policy  as  to  Admin¬ 
istrative  Action  to  be  Taken  in 
Instances  of  Irregularities  (23 
CFR  R.  16). 


Bond  Issue  Projects  (23  CFR  pL 
140). 


General  Management  and  Administration 
FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 


The  debarment  policies  of  the  FHWA  are  being  reviewed  to 
determine  if  revisions  to  their  coverage  and  the  specific 
administrative  procedures  employed  are  appropriate. 


Payment  Procedures 
FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape.... 


Han/ey  Wood, 
(202)  426-0563 

Hugh  T.  O’ReHly. 
(202)  426-0780 


J.  E.  Lewis, 

(202)  426-0562 


October  1981. 
Apr1 1982. 

April  1982. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Civil  Rights 

Construction  Contract  Equal  Op¬ 
portunity  Compliance  Proce¬ 
dures  (23  CFR  pt.  230,  subpart 
D). 

To  revise  and  update  policies  and  procedures  and  incorpo¬ 
rate  provisions  of  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  be¬ 
tween  DOT/FHWA  and  the  C)ep£irtment  of  Labor/Office 
of  Federal  Contract  Compliance  Programs  relative  to 
respective  responsibilities  under  Executive  Order  11246 
and  title  23.  TTtls  item  is  being  withdrawn  because  it  is 
incorporated  in  the  priority  review  of  23  CFR  Parts  200 
and  230. 

Edward  W.  Morris,  Jr., 
(202)  426-0471 

Action  terminated. 

Related  agenda  item  on  Review  List— Engineering  and 
Traffic  Operations 

#  Civil  Rights  Requirements  (23 
CFR  Parts  200,  230). 

These  regulations  carry  out  program  and  employment  non¬ 
discrimination  requirements  under  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  of  1964,  Executive  Order  11246,  and  other 
authorities.  These  regulations  have  requirements  that 
may  overlap  or  duplicate  other  civil  rights  rules,  and  also 
contain  a  number  of  recordkeeping  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  that  need  scrutiny.  An  effort  to  consolidate  some 
of  the  employment  requirements  of  these  rules  with  simi¬ 
lar  UMTA  and  FRA  requirements  has  been  underway  for 
several  months.  Review  of  the  portion  of  Part  230  dealing 
with  contract  compliance  should  be  coordinated  with  the 
review  of  programs  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance  (OFCCP)  in  the  Department  of  Labor,  since 
FHWA’s  requirements  implement  OFCCP  requirements. 

Edward  W.  Morris,  Jr., 
(202)  426-0471 

October  1981. 

'  Planning 

Pubiic  Road  Mileage  for  Appor¬ 
tionment  of  Highway  Safety 
Funds,  Safer  Off-System  Roads 
Funds  and  Hazard  Elimination 
Funds  (23  CFR  pt  460). 

To  consider  expansion  of  the  existing  regulation  to  include 
safer  off  system  roads  funds  and  hazard  elimination 
funds;  FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape.  It  is 
inappropriate  to  continue  to  consider  expanding  the  exist¬ 
ing  regulation  in  light  of  anticipated  congressional  actions. 

D.  W.  Briggs, 

(202)  426-0199 

Action  terminated. 

Appalachian  Highway  Procedures 
(23  CFR  pt  633,  subpart  6). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape;  recent  legislative 
change;  recent  policy  decisions  by  the  Appalachian  Re¬ 
gional  Commission. 

R.  B.  Puckett, 

(202)  426-0175 

October  1981. 

Federal-Aid  Highway  Systems  (23 
CFR  pt.  470,  subpart  A). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape,  reflect  amend¬ 
ments  contained  in  the  1976  and  1978  Highway  Acts,  in 
recognition  of  the  Administration’s  present  policy  on  high¬ 
way  systems,  it  is  inappropriate  to  continue  to  consider 
system  regulation  changes. 

R.  B.  Puckett, 

(202)  426-0175 

Action  terminated. 

Engineering  and  Traffic  Operations 

Required  Contract  Provisions— 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

K.  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

December  1981. 

Federal-Aid  Contracts  (23  CFR 
pt  633). 

Highway  Construction  Work  to  be 
Performed  by  Methods  Other 
than  Contract  Awarded  by 
Competitive  Bidding  (23  CFR 
pt.  635). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

K.  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

December 

Railroad  Highway  Projects  (23 
CFR  pts.  140  and  646). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape.  Review  complet¬ 
ed— see  Nonsignificant  portion  of  Agenda. 

J.  A.  Carney, 

(202)  426-0104 

Action  compiete. 

Authorization  to  Proceed  to  Physi¬ 
cal  Construction  (23  CFR  pt. 
635). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

K.  L.  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

December  1981. 

Advance  Construction  of  Federai- 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  rnritapA . 

K.  C.  Kippley, 

(202)  426-0673 

October  1981. 

Aid  Projects  (23  CFR  pt  630). 

Motorist  Aid  Systems  (23  CFR  pt. 
655). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . 

Robert  Harp, 

(202)  426-0411 

October  1981. 

Traffic  Surveillance  and  Control 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Robert  Harp, 

(202)  426-0411 

October  1981. 

(23  CFR  pt.  655). 

I 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Project  Agreements  (23  CFR  pL 
630,  subpart  C). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . 

L  Pettigrew, 

(202)  426-0334 

October  1981. 

Water  Supply  and  Sewage  Treat¬ 
ment  at  Safety  Rest  Areas  (23 
CFR  pL  650,  subpart  E). 

FHWA  policy  on  minirnRation  of  redtajjo 

Stanley  R.  Davis, 

(202)  472-7690 

April  1982. 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
on  Federal-Aid  Highway  Con¬ 
struction  Contracts  (23  CFR  pL 
230,  Subpart  A). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape.  This  item  is  being 
withdrawn  because  it  is  incorporated  in  the  priority  review 
of  23  CFR  Parts  200  and 230. 

K.  L  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

Action  terminated. 

Maximum  Weight  of  Trucks  on  In¬ 
terstate  System  Highway;  Vari¬ 
able  Load  Suspension  Axles; 
Dummy  Axles;  Interpretation 
and  Application  of  the  Bridge 
Formula  (23  CFR  pt  657). 

This  regulation  would  provide  guidance  on  the  use  of 
Variable  Load  Suspension  Axles  and  Dummy  Axles  in  the 
Bridge  Formula,  which  is  used  to  determine  the  maximum 
wei^  of  motor  vehicles  permitted  to  use  the  interstate 
System  highway  in  accordance  with  23  U.S.C.  127. 

David  Oliver, 

(202)  426-0825 

April  1982. 

#  Design  Standards  for  High¬ 
ways  (23  CFR  Part  625). 

This  rule,  by  incorporating  by  reference  a  number  of  other 
FHWA  rules  and  industry  consensus  standards,  pre¬ 
scribes  the  technical  requirements  for  highway  construc¬ 
tion.  Some  states  have  complained  that  these  starxlards 
are  too  rigid,  and  would  prefer  to  set  their  own  design 
standards.  FHWA  has  proposed  to  take  an  approach  of 
this  kind  for  standards  for  the  rehabilitation,  restoration 
and  resurfacing  of  highways  other  than  freeways.  The 
review  is  needed  to  establish  whether  a  more  flexible 
approach  of  this  kind  is  appropriate  for  new  construction 
as  weH.  H  shouid  aiso  be  noted  that  the  Presidential  Task 
Force  on  Regulatory  Relief  has  identified  this  rule  for 
regulatory  review. 

Alvin  R.  Cowan, 

(202)  426-0312 

October  1981. 

1 

•  Buy  America  (23  CFR  635, 
410). 

This  regulation  implements  the  requirements  of  the  Surface 
Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978  that  requires  that 
preference  be  given  to  items  produced  in  the  United 
States  in  FHWA  funded  projects.  The  regulation  has  been 
the  subject  of  considerable  criticism  and  controversy.  The 
controversy  centers  on  the  extent  that  the  domestic  steel 
industry  deserves  the  protection  afforded  it  under  the 
statute,  whether  sufficient  domestic  supplies  exist  and  the 
increased  costs  resulting  from  using  more  experrsive  do¬ 
mestic  products.  The  FHWA  regulation  is  also  the  subject 
of  pending  litigation. 

Ken  Ziems, 

(202)  426-4847 

October  1981. 

Right-Of-Way  and  Environment 

Landscape  and  Roadside  Devel¬ 
opment  (23  CFR  pL  752). 

Consolidation  and  simplificaton  of  poHdes  and  procedures 
relating  to  highway  landscaping  and  plant  establishmenL 
safety  rest  areas  and  information  centers  and  systems, 
scenic  strips  in  connection  with  Federal-aid  highway  proj¬ 
ects,  joint  use  and  joint  development  and  access  for  the 
handi^ped  at  Interstate  rest  area  facilities.  Response  to 
comments  on  interim  final  regulations  published  May  5, 
1976  (43  FR  19390). 

Ken  Rickerson, 

(202)  426-0314 

DecenH>er  1981. 

General  Policy  and  Definitions  (23 
CFR  pL  710). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Douglas  A.  Wubbets, 
(202)  426-0142 

Douglas  A.  Wubbels, 
(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

April  1982. 

sponsibilities  (23  CFR  pL  710). 

Reimbursement  Provisions  (23 
CFR  pL  710). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Douglas  A.  Wubbels, 
(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Ciwil  Rights  CFR  pt  710) . 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Douglas  A.  Wubbels, 
(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

The  Real  ProperN  Acquisition 
FuTKtion-Policy  (2Z  CfR  pt 
712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape  - . . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

f 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

The  Acquisition  Function-General 
Provisions  and  Project  Proce¬ 
dures  (23  CFR  pL  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

The  Acquisition  Function-General 
Provisions  and  Project  Proce- 
dures-Functional  Replacement 
of  Real  Property  in  Public  Own¬ 
ership  (23  CFR  pt  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1962. 

The  Acquisition  FunctiorvNegotia- 
tions  (23  CFR  pt.  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

The  Acquisition  Function-Adminis¬ 
trative  Settlements,  Legal  Set¬ 
tlements,  and  Court  Awards  (23 
CFR  pL  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Appraisal  and  Appraisal  Review 
Policy  (23  CFR  pL  720). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Gerald  Kennedy, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Property  Management  (23  CFR 
pt  713). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1962. 

Disposal  of  Right-Of-Way  (23  CFR 
pL  713). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-Q142 

April  1982.  > 

Junkyard  Control  and  Abatement 
(23  CFR  pt.  751). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Myron  Laible, 

(202)  246-0021 

April  1982. 

Relocation  Assistance— General 
(23  CFR  pt.  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Robert  Moore, 

(202)  426-0116 

April  1982. 

Relocation  Assistance — Reloca¬ 
tion  Services  (23  CFR  pt.  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Gerald  Starkweather, 
(202)  426-0117 

April  1982. 

Relocation  Assistance— Moving 
Payments  (23  CFR  pt  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Gerald  Starkweather, 
(202)  426-0117 

April  1962. 

Relocation  Assistance — Replace¬ 
ment  Housing  Payments  (23 
CFR  pt  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Gerald  Starkweather, 
(202)  426-0117 

April  1982. 

Relocation  Assistance— Mobile 

Homes  (23  CFR  pt  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Robert  Moore, 

(202)  426-0116 

April  1982. 

Relocation  Assistance — Replace¬ 
ment  Housing  As  Last  Resort 
(23  CFR  pt.  740). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Robert  Moore, 

(202)  426-0116 

April  1982. 

Land  Service  Facilities  (23  CFR 
pt  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . . . 

Richard  Moelier, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Right-Of-Way  Revolving  Fund  (23 
CFR  pt  712). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Richard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Management  of  Airspace  (23 
CFR  pt  713). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Rk^ard  Moeller, 

(202)  426-0142 

April  1982. 

Mitigation  of  Environmental  Im¬ 
pacts  to  Privately  Owned  Wet¬ 
lands  (23  CFR  pt.  777)., 

Response  to  comments  received  on  interim  final  rule  pub¬ 
lished  July  31. 1980  (45  FR  50728). 

Charles  DesJardins, 
(202)  426-9173 

April  1982. 

On-Premise  Signs  (23  CFR  pt 
750). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape . 

Myron  Laible, 

(202)  245-0021 

April  1982. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Ckmtact 

Target  date 

•  Guidelines  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  of  Environmental  Action 
Plans  (23  CFR  part  795). 

This  reflation  requires  FHWA  recipients  to  write  "action 
plans'^  describing  how  they  will  take  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  into  account  and  meet  the  other  administrative 
requirements  in  the  environmental  area.  Given  newer  and 
more  specific  rules  concerning  meeting  environmental 
requirements  and  the  relationship  of  environmental  mat¬ 
ters  to  transportation  planning,  it  is  questionable  whether 
the  action  plan  requirement  is  needed  in  its  present  form. 
The  review  is  needed  to  determine  whether  the  adminis¬ 
trative  burden  imposed  on  grant  recipients  by  this  regula¬ 
tion  can  be  eliminated  as  superfluous. 

Robert  Bee,  ^ 

(202)  426-1033 

\ 

October  1981. 

#  Air  Quality  Guidelines/Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Procedures  (23 
CFR  part  770,  771). 

These  rules  set  forth  procedures  that  implement,  respec¬ 
tively,  a  DOT-EPA  interagency  agreement  pursuant  to  the 
Clean  Air  Act  amendments  of  1977  and  the  1978  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations,  hi  each 
case,  DOT  had  little  discretion  to  move  beyond  the 
agreement  or  the  CEQ  rules,  and  DOT  could  do  little  on 
its  own  to  change  the  rules.  The  relevant  part  of  the  1977 
Clean  Air  Act  amendments  and  the  CEQ  rules  them¬ 
selves  are  controversial  and  implementation  of  the  DOT 
rules  in  Air  Act  amendments  or  CEQ  regulations  are 
warranted.  Any  changes  will  have  to  be  madejointly  with 
EPA,  CEO,  and  other  interested  agencies.  Future  revi¬ 
sions  to  this  rule  wiU  be  consideied  based  upon  the 
results  of  the  pnority  review  of  air  quality  requirements 
and  a  review  of  comments  submitted  to  the  docket. 

FHWA:  Leon  N. 

Larson 

(Environmental 

Impact  Procedures) 
(202)  426-0351 
Jesse  Chaves,  (Air 
Quality) 

(202)  426-4836 
UMTA:  Abbe  Mamer, 
(202)  472-7100 

October  1981. 

■' 

Public  Transportation 

Non-Urbanized  Area  Public  Trans¬ 
portation  (23  CFR  pt.  825). 

Update  and  simplify  current  procedures;  respond  to  com¬ 
ments  received  on  regulations  pubhshed  on  December 
13, 1978  (43  FR  58308). 

FHWA  Sheldon  G. 
Strickland, 

(202)  426-0153 
UMTA  Kay  Regan, 

(202)  472-7037 

October  1981. 

Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations 

Disqualification  of  Drivers  (traffic 
records)  (49  CFR  pt.  391,  sub¬ 
part  B). 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  a  proposal  that  would 
require  the  disquali^tion  of  Interstate  truck  and  bus 
drivers  based  on  the  driver’s  traffic  or  accident  record. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

March  1982 

The  General  Part  of  the  Federal 
Motor  Carrier  Safety  Reguta- 
tions  (FMCSR)  (49  CFR  pt 
390). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape;  to  improve  and 
simplify  the  regulations. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

April  1982.  ' 

The  Need  for  First-Aid  Kits  on 
Buses  (49  CFR  pt  393). 

FHWA  policy  on  minimization  of  redtape;  determine  the 
need  to  continue  requiring  first-aid  kits  on  Interstate 
buses. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

January  1982.  . 

Rear  End  Underride  Protection 
(49, CFR  pt.  393). 

Improve  rear  end  protection  on  heavy  motor  vehicles  in 
conjunction  with  action  taken  by  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  on  January  18, 1981. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

April  1982. 

Selection  of  Motor  Carriers  for 
Sun/ey  (49  CFR  pt  385). 

Publish  critena  for  selection  of  carriers  for  safety  and  haz¬ 
ardous  materials  surveys  in  response  to  a  rulemaking 
petition. 

James  Jeglum, 

(202)  426-1724 

October  1981. 

Transportation  of  Migrant  Work¬ 
ers  (49  CFR  pt  398). 

Improve  procedures  for  ensuring  safe  transportation  of  mi¬ 
grant  workers  in  interstate  commerce. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

Ap.il  1982. 

Retail  Fertilizer  Distribution  Ex¬ 
emption  (49  CFR  pt  390). 

Exempt  certain  fertilizer  distribution  operations  from  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations  in  response  to  a 
rulemaking  petition. 

(aerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t#  Hours  of  Service  (49  CFR 
Part  395). 

This  regulation,  little  changed  from  its  original  version  pub¬ 
lished  40  years  ago  by  the  ICC,  limits  the  number  of 
hours  interstate  truck  drivers  can  drive  and  be  on  duty  in 
a  given  day  or  week.  Its  rationale  is  that  long  hours  mean 
tired  drivers,  and  that  tired  drivers  are  more  likely  to  be  in 
accidents.  The  principal  monitoring  and  enforcement 
device  for  this  rule  is  the  “driver’s  log,”  in  which  drivers 
record  their  activities.  FHWA  has  been  gathering  data  on 
the  relationship  between  driver  fatigue  and  accidents,  and 
on  the  economic  impact  of  changing  the  rule,  pursuant  to 
a  7V^  year-old  rulemaking  petition  from  a  drivers’  group  to 
further  restrict  hours  of  service.  Litigation  involving  this 
regulation  is  also  pending.  A  review  is  needed  to  focus  on 
the  safety  justification  for  the  present  limitation,  economic 
effects  of  relaxing  present  requirements,  and,  most  impor¬ 
tantly,  finding  a  less  burdensome,  more  cost-effective 
enforcement  mechanism  than  the  driver’s  log.  This  review 
also  analyzed  the  impacts  on  small  entities  in  accordance 
with  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  The  legal  basis  for  this 
regulation  is  49  U.S.C.,  304  and  1655. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767  - 

October  1981. 

•  Commercial  Vehicle  Inspec¬ 
tion,  Repair,  and  Maintenance 
(49  CFR  part  396). 

This  regulatiop  requires  regular  inspections  of  commercial 
vehicles  for  mechanical  and  other  defects  and  calls  for 
the  preparation  of  various  reports.  The  rule's  rationale  is 
to  require  operators  to  give  sufficient  attention  to  mainte¬ 
nance  of  their  vehicles,  since  sioppy  maintenance  can 
.  cause  accidents.  The  rule  was  controversial  when  it  was 
promulgated  in  1979.  One  focus  of  a  review  would  be  on 
ways  of  reducing  recordkeeping  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments.  This  review  also  analyzed  the  impacts  on  small 
entities  in  accordance  with  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
The  legal  basis  for  this  regulation  is  49  U.S.C.,  304  and 
1655. 

Gerald  J.  Davis, 

(202)  426-9767 

October  1981. 

t*  Notification,  Reporting,  and  Re¬ 
cording  of  Accidents  (49  CFR 
Part  394). 

This  regulation  establishes  duties  of  motor  carriers  to  make 
reports  and  keep  records  of  accidents  which  occur  during 
their  operations.  This  regulation  is  needed  to  implement 
section  204(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  amend¬ 
ed  (49  U.S.C.  304),  relating  to  motor  carrier  safety  con¬ 
cerned  with  accident  reduction.  (49  U.S.C.  304,  320, 
1655).  This  review  is  being  conducted  in  accordance  with 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Gerald  Davi$, 

(202)  426.9767 

October  1982. 

NHTSA 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Side  Door  Strength  (49  CFR 
571.214). 

Public  Interest . . . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

Evaluation  Report 
published  8/30/79. 
Revised  Report, 
1981.  (44  FR 

50878). 

Exterior  Protection  (49  CFR 
571,215  and  49  CFR  pt.  581). 

Cost  and  Public  Interest . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

Evaluation  Report 
published  April 

1981. 

Fuel  system  Integrity  (49  CFR 
571.301). 

Cost,  Safety  Benefits  and  Public  Interest . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1982. 

School  Bus  Seating  System  (49 
CFR  571.222). 

Public  Interest . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1982 

Hydraulic  Brakes  (49  CFR 

Cost  and  Safety  Benefits . . . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

571.105). 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices  and 

Cost,  Safety  Benefits . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

Associated  Equipment  (49  CFR 
571.108). 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Head  Restraints  (49  CFR 
,  571.202). 

Costs . . . . . . «... 

Frank  Ephraim,, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981 

Seating  Systems  (49  CFR 
571.207). 

Costs .  . . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1983. 

Child  Seating  Systems  (49  CFR 
571.213). 

Public  Interest . . . . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1983. 

Occupant  Protection  (49  CFR 
571.208). 

Cost,  Safety  Benefits  and  Public  Interest . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

To  be  determined. 

Impact  Protection  for  the  Driver 
from  the  Steering  Control 
System  (49  CFR  571.203)  and 
Steering  Control  Rearward  Dis¬ 
placement  (49  CFR  571.204). 

Safety  Benefits . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

Evaluation  Report 
published  January 

26,  1981  (46  FR 
8066). 

Windshield  Glazing  Materials  (49 
CFR  571.205). 

Costs,  Safety  Benefits . . . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

Windshield  Mounting  (49  CFR 
571.212). 

Costs,  Safety  Benefits . 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

#  Passenger  Car  Fuel  Economy 
(49  CFR  Part  531). 

This  regulation  sets  fleet  fuel  economy  standards  for  model 
years  1982-84.  It  was  costly  and  controversial.  The  esti¬ 
mated  capital  cost  to  the  auto  industry  to  fully  implement 
the  rule  was  $2,050  million  with  an  average  added  cost 
per  vehicle  of  $95.  (But  most  of  these  capital  costs  have 
already  been  incurred.)  NHTSA  estimates  that  over  the 
life  of  the  affected  vehicles  39  billion  gallons  of  gasolirte 
($319  per  car)  will  be  saved.  NHTSA’s  review  determined 
that  this  regulation  is  no  longer  controversial  since  manu¬ 
facturers  plan  to  exceed  the  standards  as  a  result  of 
strong  market  demand  for  fuel  efficient  vehicles. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed 

•  Light  Truck  Fuel  Economy  (49 
CFR  Part  533). 

These  regulations  require  light  truck  manufacturers  to  meet 
minimum  annual  standards  for  fleet  fuel  economy  for 
model  years  1982-85.  They  were  costly  and  have  also 
been  controversial.  To  meet  the  standards  it  is  estimated 
that  the  industry  wHI  have  to  spend  $4,800  million  with  an 
additional  average  cost  per  vehicle  of  $169;  however, 
most  of  the  irKlustry  costs  would  probably  result  even 
without  a  standard  due  to  market  forces.  NHTSA  esti¬ 
mates  that  over  the  life  of  the  affected  vehicles  11.2 
billion  gallons  of  gasoline  ($1,770  per  truck)  will  be  saved. 
NHTSA’s  review  determined  that  this  regulation  is  no 
,  longer  controversial  since  manufacturers  plan  to  exceed 
the  standards  as  a  result  of  strong  market  demand  for 
fuel  efticient  vehicles. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed 

#  Automatic  Occupant  Protec¬ 
tion  (49  CFR  571.208). 

This  regulation  is  controversial  and  costly.  If  the  regulation 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

Review  completed. 

is  implemented  as  currently  planned,  the  capital  costs 
and  recurring  costs  to  the  auto  industi^re  estimated  to 
be  several  hundred  million  dollars.  NHTSA  has  published 
an  NPRM  that  proposes  to  modify  or  rescirtd  this  regula¬ 
tion.  See  entry  under  Significant  Regulations:  Major  enti¬ 
tled  "Occupant  Impact  f^otection". 

(202)  426-1600 

Rulemaking 

underway. 

#  Bumper  Standard  (49  CFR 

The  current  requirement  that  passenger  car  bumpers  with- 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

Review  completed 

571.215  and  581). 

stand  impacts  at  speeds  up  to  5  mph  has  been  contro¬ 
versial.  It  has  been  the  focus  of  a  number  of  legislative 
hearings.  Industry  objections  include  cost  and  concerns 
about  added  weight  and  fuel  consumption.  Recurring 
costs  of  up  to  million  have  been  associated  with  the 

rule.  NHTSA  plans  to  propose  moditicatiorts  to  the  stand¬ 
ard’s  requirements.  See  entry  under  Sigruticant  Regula¬ 
tions:  Other,  entitled  “Bumper  Standard’K 

(202)  426-1600 

Action  to  publish 
evetiuation  report  ■ 
complete.  NPRM  in 
this  area 

September/October 

1981. 

#  Air  Brake  Systems  (49  CFR 
571.121). 

Some  of  this  standard,  Le.,  the  60  mph  stopping  distance 
and  antilock  requirements,  was  withdrawn  as  a  result  of  a 
1978  court  decision.  The  rest  of  the  rule  is  under  continu¬ 
ing  review,  but  not  as  part  of  the  priority  review  process. 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1576 

Review  completed. 
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Reguiations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

#  Uniform  Tire  Ouaiity  (49  CFR 
571.104). 

The  regulations  in  question  require  manufacturers  to  grade 
tires  for  tread  wear,  traction,  and  temperature.  They  are 
controversiai.  The  manufacturers  claim  that  the  grading 
system  is  not  reliable  and  therefore  potentially  misleading 
and  confusing.  NHTSA  plans  to  propose  modifications  to 
the  reguiations’  requirements.  See  entry  under  Nonsignifi¬ 
cant  Regulations  entitled  “Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading”. 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

Review  completed. 
Rulemaking  to 
modify.  1981. 

#  Head  Restraints  (49  CFR 
571.202). 

This  regulation,  which  was  promuigated  in  1969,  is  de¬ 
signed  to  reduce  the  frequency  and  severity  of  neck 
injuries  in  passenger  car  accidents.  It  is  estimated  that 
the  ruie  requires  a  recurring  investment  of  $130  miliion 
(an  additional  cost  of  $19  per  vehicle).  A  review  of  the 
rule  is  currentiy  under  way. 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

#  Side  Impact  Protection  (49 
CFR  571.214).  ^ 

This  reguiation  provides  minimum  standards  for  side  door 
crash  resistence  for  passenger  cars  under  static  test 
conditions.  NHTSA  estimates  that  the  standard  saves 
2,800  lives  and  averts  7,000  injuries  a  year.  A  recurring 
cost  of  $300  miliion  (an  additionai  cost  of  $38  per  vehi¬ 
cle)  is  associated  with  the  requirement.  An  initial  review 
of  this  regulation,  originally  promulgated  in  1974,  was 
compieted  in  1979. 

Frank  Ephraim, 

(202)  426-1574 

1981. 

#  Light  Truck  Hydrauiic  Brakes 
(49  CFR  571.105). 

This  reguiation  appiies  requirements  similar  to  passenger 
car  standards  for  minimum  stopping  distances  and  park¬ 
ing  brakes  to  light  trucks  and  vans.  Total  costs  for 
complying  with  the  requirements  of  the  standard  will  be 
$10.2  million.  In  response  to  petitions  for  reconsideration, 
NHTSA  plans  to  modify  this  regulation’s  requirements. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed. 
Rulemaking  to 
modify.  1981. 

#  Seat  Belt  Comfort  and  Con¬ 
venience  (49  CFR  571.208). 

This  regulation  will  provide  for  several  changes  in  seat  belt 
construction  that  are  intended  to  increase  usage.  It  is 
controversial  but  the  costs  are  limited.  In  response  to 
petitions  for  reconsideration,  NHTSA  plans  to  modify  this 
regulation’s  requirements.  See  entry  under  Nonsignificant 
Regulations  entitled  "Seatbelt  Assemblies”. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed. 
Rulemaking  to 
modify.  November 
1981. 

•  Fields  of  Direct  View  (Docket 
No.  70-7). 

This  regulation  would  have  provided  minima!  requirements 
of  visibility  from  automobiles,  including  requirements  for 
the  size  of  passenger  car  pillars  blocking  forward  and 
rear  views,  the  forward  field  of  vision,  and  light  transmit¬ 
tance  through  auto  windows.  Based  on  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  petitions  for  reconsideration,  the  agency  re¬ 
voked  the  standard  because  of  the  minor  and  unquantifia- 
ble  safety  benefits,  the  failure  of  the  extended  effective 
date  to  avoid  affecting  a  significant  number  of  models 
and  imposing  substantial  costs,  and  the  opportunity  to 
address  several  standard  No.  128  objectives  through 
rearview  mirror  rulemaking.  See  entry  under  Nonsignifi¬ 
cant  Regulations  entitled  “Fields  of  Direct  View”. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed. 
Standard  revoked 
June  1981. 
Revocation  of 
standard 
undergoing 
reconsideration. 

•  Theft  Protection  (49  CFR 
571.114). 

This  regulation  would  have  amended  the  existing  standard 
for  passenger  cars  to  prevent  the  inadvertent  activation 
of  the  steering  wheel  lock  while  the  vehicle  is  in  motion 
and  extended  all  requirements  of  the  amended  standard 
to  trucks  and  vans.  In  response  to  petitions  for  reconsid¬ 
eration,  the  agency  deleted  the  new  provisions  for  pas¬ 
senger  cars  and  exempted  walk-in  vans  from  all  require¬ 
ments  and  open-body  type  vehicles  with  readily  remov¬ 
able  or  no  doors  from  the  key-in-ignition  warning  require¬ 
ments.  See  entry  under  Nonsignificant  Regulations  enti¬ 
tled  “Theft  Protection”. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  complete. 
Standard  modified 
June  1981. 

( 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t*Occupant  Crash  Protection  (49 
CFR  571.208). 

This  regulation  specifies  performance  requirernents  for  the 
protection  of  vehicle  occupants  in  crashes.  The  purpose 
of  the  regulation  is  to  reduce  the  number  of  deaths  and 
the  seventy  of  injuries  to  vehicle  occupants.  This  safety 
standard  was  established  under  sections  103  and  119  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of 
1966.  A  review  has  determined  that  the  existing  rule  will 
have  minimal  effects  on  small  entities,  and  therefore  a 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  (RFA)  is  not  required  for 
either  the  existing  rule  or  the  cunent  ruiemakirig  action. 
See  entry  under  Significant  Regulations:  Major  entitled 
“Occupant  Impact  Protection”. 

0len  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  completed. 
RFA  not  required. 

t*Bumper  Standard  (49  CFR  581).. 

This  regulation  establishes  requirements  for  the  impact 
resistance  of  vehicles  in  low  speed  front  and  rear  colli¬ 
sions.  The  purpose  of  the  regulation  is  to  reduce  physical 
damage  to  the  front  and  rear  ends  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  from  low  speed  collisions.  This  standard  was 
established  under  the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act  of  1972. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

September/October 

1981. 

t*  Fields  of  Direct  View  (49  CFR 
571.128). 

This  standard  has  been  revoked  and  therefore  no  RFA  is 
required.  See  entry  under  Nonsignificant  Regulations  enti¬ 
tled  “Fields  of  Direct  View”. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

Review  withdrawn. 
Standard  revoked 
June  1981. 
Revocation  of 
standard 
undergoing 
reconsideration. 

t*Tire  Identification  and  Record 
Keeping  (49  CFR  574). 

Sets  forth  the  method  by  which  manufacturers,  brand  r^ame 
owners,  and  retreaders  identify  motor  vehicle  tires  and 
maintain  and  report  records  of  tire  purchases.  Its  purpose 
is  to  facilitate  notification  to  purchasers  of  defective  or 
nonconforming  tires,  pursuant  to  section  113  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

October  1981. 

t*Speedometers  and  Odometers 
(49  CFR  571.127). 

Establishes  requirements  for  the  installation  of  speedom¬ 
eters  and  odometers  in  motor  vehicles,  limits  the  speed 
which  can  be  indicated  on  a  speedometer,  and  requires 
that  odometers  be  tamper-resistant.  An  NPRM  is  being 
prepared  to  rescind  the  standard.  See  entry  under  Non¬ 
significant  Regulations  entitled  “Speedometers  and 
Odometers.". 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

October  1981. 

t'Theft  Protection  (49  CFR 
571.114). 

Specifies  requirements  for  passenger  car  theft  protection  to 
reduce  the  incidence  of  accidents  resulting  from  unau¬ 
thorized  use,  pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119  of  the 
National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

October  1981. 

t'Tire  Selection  and  Rims  (49 
CFR  571.110). 

Specified  requirements  for  passenger  car  tire  selection  to 
prevent  tire  overloading  pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119 
of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

October  1981. 

t'Uniform  Tire  Quality  Grading 
System  (49  CFR  575.104). 

Requires  motor  vehicle  and  tire  manufacturers  and  tire 
brand  name  owners  to  provide  information  indicating  the 
relative  performance  of  passenger  car  tires  in  the  areas 
of  treadwear.  traction,  and  temperature  resistarwe.  Its 
purpose  is  to  aid  the  consumer  in  making  an  informed 
choice  in  the  purchase  of  passenger  car  tires,  pursuant  to 
section  203  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act 

EHen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

December  1981. 

t*Side  Door  Strength  (49  CFR 
571.214). 

Specifies  strength  requirements  for  side  doors  of  a  passerv 
ger  car  to  minimize  the  safety  hazard  caused  by  intrusion 
into  the  passenger  compartment  in  a  side  impact  acci¬ 
dent  pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119  of  the  National 
Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  ^ 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

December  1981. 

t*Child  Restraint  Systems  (49 
CFR  571.213). 

Specifies  requirements  for  child  restraint  systems  used  in 
motor  vehicles.  Its  purpose  is  to  reduce  the  number  of 
children  killed  or  injured  in  motor  vehicle  crashes,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  sections  103  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic  artd 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

March  1982. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t*  Lamps,  Reflective  Devices  and 
Associated  Equipment  (49  CFR 
571.108)., 

Specifies  requirements  for  original  and  replacement  lamps, 
reflective  devices,  and  associated  equipment  necessary 
for  signaling  and  for  the  safe  operation  of  motor  vehicles 
during  darkness  and  other  conditions  of  reduced  visibility, 
pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

March  1982. 

t*Fuel  System  Integrity  (49  CFR 
571.301). 

Specifies  requirements  for  the  integrity  of  motor  vehicle  fuel 
systems.  The  purpose  of  the  regulation  is  to  reduce 
deaths  and  injuries  occurring  from  fires  that  result  from 
fuel  spillage  during  and  after  motor  vehicle  crashes, 
pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

March  1982. 

t*School  Bus  Passenger  Seating 
and  Crash  Protection  (49  CFR 
571.222). 

Establishes  occupant  protection  requirements  for  school 
bus  passenger  seati^  arxl  restraining  barriers.  Its  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  reduce  the  number  of  deaths  and  the  severity 
of  injuries  that  result  from  the  impact  of  school  bus 
occupants  against  structures  within  the  vehicle  during 
crashes  and  sudden  driving  maneuvers,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  103  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

June  1982. 

t*Hydraulic  Brake  Systems  (49 
CFR  571.105). 

i 

Specifies  requirements  for  hydraulic  brakes  and  associated 
parking  brake  systems.  The  purpose  of  the  regulation  is 
to  insure  safe  braking  performance  under  normal  and 
emergency  conditions,  pursuant  to  sections  103  and  119 
of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

June  1982. 

t*Head  Restraints  (49  CFR 
571.202). 

Specifies  requirements  for  passenger  car  head  restraints  to 
reduce  the  frequency  and  severity  of  neck  injuries  in  rear- 
end  and  other  collisions  pursuant  to  sections  103  and 

1 19  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act 

Ellen  Kranidas, 

(202)  426-1600 

June  1982. 

UMTA 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

•Public  Transportation  to  Non-Ur- 
banized  Areas. 

Update  and  simplify  current  procedures;  respond  to  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  regulations  published  on  Decem¬ 
ber  13,  1978  (43  FR  58308). 

UMTA:  Kay  Regan, 
(202)  472-7037 
FHWA:  Sheldon  G. 
Strickland, 

(202)  426-0153 

October  1981. 

t*Charter  Bus  Regulations . 

Continuing  controversy.  Information  required  by  the  Regula¬ 
tory  Flexibility  Act  is  found  in  entry  under  Non-Significant 
Regulations. 

Ernesto  Fuentes, 

(202)  426-1906 

Further  action  to  be 
determined. 

•Public  Hearing  Requirements  for 

Continuing  controversy . 

Charlotte  Adams, 

(202)  472-6997 

Further  action  to  be 
~  determined. 

Section  5(i)(3)  of  the  UMT  Act 
of  1 964,  as  amended. 

t#  Buy  America  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  660). 

This  regulation  implements  the  requirements  of  the  Surface 
Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978  that  requires  that 
preference  be  given  to  items  produced  in  the  United 
States  in  UMTA  funded  projects.  The  regulation  has  been 
subject  to  considerable  .controversy  centering  on  the 
extent  that  domestic  industry  should  be  protects  and  the 
increased  costs  resulting  from  using  more  expensive  do¬ 
mestic  products.  UMTA  believes  this  regulation  can  in¬ 
crease  the  cost  of  capital  purchases  up  to  10%.  (UMTA 
currently  has  a  $2  bitUon  capital  grant  prqoram.)  Legal 
basis  for  diis  regulation  is  found  h  49  U.&C.  1602  note; 
P.L.  95-599,  Section  401. 

John  J.  Collins, 

(202)  426-1906 

January  1982. 

> 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

‘Claims  Under  the  Federal 
Claims  Collection  Act  (49  CFR 
pt.  603). 

UMTA  policy  to  streamline  the  grant  process  and  reduce 
red  tape. 

Colleen  Weule, 

(202)  426-1936 

June  1982. 

t*Schoot  Bus  Operations  (49 
CFR  pt.  605). 

UMTA  is  reviewing  this  regulation  as  part  of  its  overall  effort 
to  examine  and  evaluate  the  role  of  private  enterprise  in 
the  UMTA  program.  The  regulation  is  needed  to  provide 
guidelines  under  which  recipients  of  UMTA  funds  can 
conduct  school  bus  operations.  This  requirement  is  to 
implement  Section  3(g)  of  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Act  of  1964,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1601). 

Ernesto  Fuentes, 

(202)  426-1906 

June  1982. 

•Transportation  for  Elderly  and 
Handicapped  (49  CFR  pt.  609). 

UMTA  is  reviewing  this  regulation  in  conjunction  with  the 
Department’s  review  of  the  DOT  regulation  on  Nondis¬ 
crimination  on  the  Basis  of  Handicap  (49  CFR  pL  27). 
DOT  issued  an  interim  final  rule  on  this  topic  on  July  20, 
1981  (46  FR  37488).  The  comment  period  closed  on 
September  18, 1981. 

Mary  Anderson, 

(202)  426-4055 

November  1981. 

•Environmental  Impact  and  Relat¬ 
ed  Procedures  (49  CFR  pt 
622). 

UMTA  policy  to  streamline  the  grant  process  and  reduce 
red  tape.  This  is  a  joint  UMTA/FHWA  regulation. 

Abbe  Marner, 

(202)  472-7100 

October  1981. 

•Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
and  Records  and  Reporting 
System  (49  CFR  pt.  630). 

UMTA  policy  to  reduce  red  tape,  and  to  improve  the 
effectiveness  and  inaease  the  timeliness  of  information 
gathering  and  dissemination. 

Donald  Chapman, 

(202)  426-9157 

June  1982. 

FRA  Federal  Railroad  Administration 


Regulations  selected  for  review  Reasons  for  selection  Contact  Target  date 

Reducing  Reporting  and  Record-  FRA  has  selected  the  following  regulations  to  be  reviewed  December  1981. 

keeping  Burdens  (49  CFR  Parts  to  determine  whether  the  substantial  reporting  and  rec- 
228,  258,  260,  and  268.  ordkeeping  burdens  they  impose  on  the  public,  including 

small  businesses,  can  be  decreased  or  eliminated. 

Part  228 — Hours  of  Service  for  Railroad  Employees .  Part  228— Mr. 

Lawrence  I. 

Wagner, 

(202)  426-8836 

Part  258 — Regulations  Governing  Section  505  of  the  Rail-  Parts  258,  260,  and 
road  Revitalization  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of  1976,  268— Mr.  Lawrence 

as  amended.  A.  Friedman, 

(202)  426-7737 

Part  260 — Regulations  Governing  Section  511  of  the  Rail¬ 
road  Revitalization  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of  1976, 
as  amended. 

Part  268— Merger  and  Consolidation  Procedures . 

O  Power  Brake  Rules  (49  CFR  The  present  rules  prescribe  a  series  of  operational  air  brake  Edward  F.  Conway,  September 

Part  232).  inspections  and  tests  as  well  as  a  series  of  single  car  (202)  426-8836 

inspection,  testing  and  repair  r^uirements  that  are  per-  ^ 

formed  in  shops  and  on  repair  tracks.  Except  for  the 
addition  of  section  232.19  in  1972  to  accommodate  run- 
through  trains  operated  by  more  than  one  railroad,  the 
Power  Brake  Rules  have  not  been  changed  since  th^ 
were  issued  in  1958.  Because  of  subsequent  changes  in 
railroad  operations  and  technological  advances,  a  major 
restructuring  of  these  rules  to  make  them  consonant  with 
the  present  railroad  operating  environment  and  to  provide 
more  flexibility  in  achieving  safety  and  operating  efficien¬ 
cy  is  needed.  FRA  roughly  estimates  the  current  require¬ 
ments  could  cost  the  railroad  industry  more  than  $100 
million  each  year. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

•  Regulations  on  Hours  of  Serv- 

The  Hours  of  Service  Act  prescribes  the  maximum  hours 

J.  Thomas  Furphy, 

Further  action  to  be 

ice  of  Railroad  Employees  (49 
CFR  Part  228). 

that  certain  railroad  employees,  such  as  train  crew  mem¬ 
bers,  train  dispatchers,  tower  operators  and  signal  mairv 
tainers,  may  remain  on  duty  within  any  24-hour  period. 
The  Act  sets  out  employee  working  conditions  and  de¬ 
fines  “time  on  duty"  and  “designated  terminals.”  49  CFR 
Part  228  contains  regulations  necessary  to  implement  the 
Act. 

The  Safety  Appliance  Act  (49  U.S.C.  13)  imposes  unduly 

(202)  426-8256 

determined. 

•  Movement  of  Defective  Cars . 

J.  Thomas  Furphy, 

Further  action  to  be 

severe  statutory  restrictions  on  the  movement  of  individu¬ 
al  cars  with  defective  safety  appliances  (e.g.,  handholds, 
ladders,  sill  steps,  uncoupling  levers)  and  defective 
brakes.  For  example,  cars  with  these  defects  may  only  be 
moved  for  purposes  of  repair  to  the  nearest  repair  point 
on  the  same  railroad  that  discovered  the  defect.  Many  of 
these  statutory  requirements  are  counterproductive  from 
the  standpoint  of  safety  and  increase  accident  possibili¬ 
ties.  They  also  result  in  considerable  delays  for  shippers 
and  expense  to  the  railroad  industry.  Elimination  of  these 
statutory  requirements  would  enable  cars  with  these  de¬ 
fects  to  be  handled  in  the  same  manner  as  cars  with 
other  defects  now  covered  in  49  CFR  Part  215.  Amend¬ 
ments  to  these  statutory  requirements  may  necessitate 
regulatory  revisions.  FRA  roughly  estimates  that  these 
statutory  requirements  could  cost  the  railroads  more  than 
$25  million  each  year. 

(202)  426-8285 

j 

determined. 

t'Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Re- 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA) 

Lawrence  1.  Wagner, 

views. 

review  plan  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  30, 
1981  (46  FR  33693),  FRA  has  not  selected  any  specific 
regulations  for  RFA  review  at  this  time.  Instead,  FRA  has 
established  a  plan  to  develop  regulatory  definitions  of  the 
criteria  used  in  the  RFA  for  the  selection  of  regulations  to 
be  reviewed.  A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  3,  1981  (46  FR  39461)  initiating  a 
safety  inquiry  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  the  safety 
regulatory  program  as  it  applies  to  small  railroads. 

(202)  426-8836 

- 

RSPA 


Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration 


Regulations  selected  for  review 


Shippers-General  Requirements 
for  Shipments  and  Packagings 
(49  CFR  pt.  173)  (includes  the 
following  items):. 

Charcoal  (49  CFR  173.162).... 


Flammable  Solid;  Definitior« 
Criteria  (49  CFR  173.150). 

Toxic  Materials;  Definitions, 
Criteria,  and  Proposed  Reg¬ 
ulations  (49  CFR  173.326, 
173.343). 

Hydrostatic  Testing  (49  CFR 
pt.  195,  subpart 


Welding  Requirements  (49 
CFR  pL  195,  subpart  D). 


Reasons  for  selection 


Due  to  inquiries  requesting  an  interpretation  of  this  section 
and  to  eHminate  the  possibility  of  noncompliance  based 
on  a  misunderstanding  of  the  requirements,  it  was 

at  there  was  a  need  to  simplify  and  clarify  present 
rds.  No  further  review  contemplated  at  this  time. 

Inquiries;  lack  of  objective  regulatory  standard.  See  Defini¬ 
tion  of  a  Flammable  Solid  (Project  118-71). 

Need  for  quantitative  criteria . . . 


Examine  need  to  clarify  present  standards  as  indicated  by 
extent  of  interpretation.  No  rulemakirtg  action  found  war¬ 
ranted. 

Present  requirements  to  be  examined  in  light  of  changes  in 
technok)^.  No  further  review  contemplated  at  this  bme. 


Contact 


T.  Alien, 

(202)  426-2075 


M.  Morris, 

(202)  426-2075 

G.  Cushmac, 

(202)  426-2311 


F.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

B.  Gloe, 

(202)  426-2082 


Target  date 


Action  Terminated. 

Afay  1981. 
December  1981. 

Review  completed. 

Action  Terminated. 
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Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

Petroleum  Gas  Systems  (49 
CFR  pt.  192). 

This  review  has  been  merged  into  the  Master  Meter  and 
LPG  Distribution  Systems  review. 

Master  Meter  and  LPG  Distri¬ 
bution  Systems  (49  CFR 
pt.  192). 

Examine  need  to  simplify  current  standards  for  small  sys¬ 
tems  such  as  master  meter  systems.  No  rulemaking 
action  found  warranted. 

R.  Langley, 

(202)  426-2082 

Review  completed. 

#  Highway  Routing  of  Radioac¬ 
tive  Materials  (HM-164). 

The  Department  recently  issued— to  become  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  1. 1982— a  regulation  establishing  a  Federal  system 
for  selecting  routes  for  truck  carriage  of  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials.  Basically,  interstate  highways,  and  beltways  around 
urbanized  areas,  where  available,  must  be  used.  States, 
after  consultation  with  affected  local  governments,  may 
designate  substitutes  for  interstate  highway  segments,  if 
the  substitutes  are  safer.  State  and  local  laws  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  Federal  system  will  be  preempted.  This 
aspect  of  the  regulation  generated  a  great  deal  of  contro¬ 
versy. 

J.  C.  Allen, 

(202)  472-2726 

September  1981. 

#  Monitoring  of  External  Corro¬ 
sion  Control  (49  CFR 
192.465(a)). 

Gas  pipeline  operators  currently  are  required  annually  to 
check  the  performance  of  cathodic  protection  systems 
which  serve  to  control  metal  corrosion  and  extend  the 
useful  life  of  pipelines.  This  is  costly  for  gas  mains  under 
city  streets  in  close  proximity  to  other  underground  utili¬ 
ties.  It  is  also  controversial  b^ause  some  in  the  industry 
contend  that  it  is  not  possible  to  get  valid  performance 
data  under  conditions  which  exist  in  cities;  hence,  there  is 
no  return  on  the  expense  of  complying  with  the  regula¬ 
tion.  The  Department  is  conducting  a  study  to  verify  this 
regulation’s  testing  techniques.  Annual  compliance  costs 
for  this  regulation  are  approximately  $80  million. 

P.  Cory, 

(202)  426-2082 

March  1982. 

#  Line  Markers  for  Mains  and 
Transmission  Lines  (49  CFR 
192.707(a)  and  195.410). 

These  regulations  require  markers  to  be  placed  at  each 
crossing  of  a  navigable  waterway  by  a  pipeline.  However, 
benefits  from  the  regulation  may  be  questionable  be¬ 
cause  some  navigable  watenvays  do  not  carry  commer¬ 
cial  traffic.  Costs  associated  with  the  rule  are  high  (instal¬ 
lation  cost  of  $100  million  for  all  navigable  waterways) 
because  the  signs,  to  be  effective,  must  be  large. 
ANPRM  published  June  22.  1981  (46  FR  32287). 

R.  Simmons, 

(202)  426-2392 

October  1981, 

#  Repair  and  Removal  of  De¬ 
fects  (49  CFR  192.245  and 
195.232). 

These  rules,  which  specify  what  repairs  are  permitted  on 
defective  pipe  welds,  may  be  more  restrictive  than  re¬ 
quired  for  safety.  Less  stringent  repair  methods  have 
been  shown  to  be  safe  under  most  conditions.  Changing 
the  rules  to  allow  some  repairs  of  defective  welds,  rather 
than  total  removal,  could  save  industry  about  $20  million 
per  year. 

W.  Gloe, 

(202)  426-2082 

September  1981. 

#  Data  Collection  and  Reporting: 
Gas  Pipeline  Reporting  (49 
CFR  Part  191). 

The  pipeline  industry  questions  the  usefulness  to  govern¬ 
ment  and  industry  of  the  reports  of  leaks  required  by 
these  regulations.  While  any  safety  enforcement  program 
requires  recordkeeping  in  order  to  operate,  it  is  possible 
to  be  more  specific,  and  therefore  less  burdensome,  in 
identifying  problems  for  which  reporting  and  recordkeep¬ 
ing  are  useful.  Annual  costs  of  the  current  regulation  are 
more  than  $6  million.  Data  Collection  and  Reporting: 
Liquid  Pipeline  Nondestructive  Weld  Tests  (49  FR 
195.234(g))  appears  as  a  separate  Review  List  entry. 

G.  Levin, 

(202)  472-1024 

October  1981, 

•  Regulation  of  Paint  (49  CFR 
173.128). 

Regulations  applicable  to  small  quantity  paint  containers 
may  impose  a  greater  burden  on  paint  shippers  than  is 
necessary  to  promote  safety.  In  1980,  reporting  require¬ 
ments  for  incidents  involving  carriers  of  paint  were  re¬ 
duced.  The  next  step  is  to  address  the  more  basic 
question  of  the  best  regulatory  framework  for  transporta¬ 
tion  of  this  flammable  liquid,  ^vings  to  the  paint  industry 
could  exceed  $1  million  annually. 

A.  1.  Roberts, 

(202)  426-0656 

Review  completed— 
NPRM  to  be  issued. 

*#  Data  Collection  and  Report¬ 
ing:  Liquid  Pipeline  Nondestruc¬ 
tive.  Weld  Tests  (49  CFR 
_1 95.234(g)). 

This  rule  requires  that  radiographic  film  of  weld  tests  be 
kept  three  years.  Retention  may  not  be  needed  for  acci¬ 
dent  investigation  or  test  verification;  there  are  large 
administrative  costs.  Annual  costs  are  about  $1  million. 

F.  Robinson, 

(202)  426-2392 

September 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  SEMI-ANNUAL  REGULATIONS  AGENDA  AND  REVIEW  LIST 

REVIEW  LIST 


RSPA  Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration 

[Key  lo  sytnbole:  *New  Rem.  tAnaiysis  or  re\^ew  being  eonsidered  urnler  Regulatory  Rexbittty  Act.  #Re9ula1ien  selected  tor  priority  review. 

Italics:  New  or  changed  information  since  last  agenda] 


Regulations  selected  for  review 

Reasons  for  selection 

Contact 

Target  date 

t’Review  of  pachaging  manufac¬ 
turing  regulations  (49  CFR  pt. 
178). 

Inquiry  win  be  made  into  the  adoption  of  performance 
oriented  standards  consistent  with  those  contained  in 
United  Nations  Recommendations  for  small  packagings. 
These  regulations  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  packaging  suitable  for  the  safe  transportation  of 
hazardous  materials.  (Authority  49  U.S.C.  1803,  1804  and 
1808). 

Tom  Chartton, 
426-0656 

1981. 

t*Part  191 . 

Review  of  regulations  pertaining  to  transportation  of  natural 
and  other  gas  by  pipeline;  report  of  leaks  is  being  initiat¬ 
ed.  These  reporting  regulations  are  needed  to  ensure  the 
safe  transportation  of  gas  by  pipelines.  (Authority  49 
U.S.C.  1671  etseq). 

Mel  Judah,  426-2392 

1981-1985. 

]*  Review  of  Regulations  Pertain¬ 
ing  to  Transportation  of  Liquids 
by  Pipeline.  (Part  195,  Subparts 
A-D). 

Regulations  pertaining  to  accident  reporting,  design  require¬ 
ments,  and  construction  is  being  initiated.  These  report¬ 
ing,  design  and  construction  reguiations  are  needed  to 
ensure  the  safe  transportation  of  liquid  hazardous  materi¬ 
als  and  petroleum  products  by  pipeline.  (Authority  49 
U.S.C.  831  through  835.). 

MelJudah,  426-2392 

1981-1985. 
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Appendix  A — Instructions  for  Obtaining 
Copies  of  Regulatory  Documents 

United  States  Coast  Guard  (USCG) 

Persons  who  desire  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  any  regulatory  document  to  be  issued 
by  the  USCG  that  is  listed  in  this 
Agenda  should  communicate  with  the 
contact  person  listed  with  the  regulation 
either  by  telephone  or  by  letter  to  the 
contact  person  at  the  following  address: 
(Name  of  contact  person)  United  States  . 
Coast  Guard,  2100  Second  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20593. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 

The  FAA  has  a  mailing  list  system  for 
Notices  and  Advance  Notices  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRMs  and 
ANPRMs).  Persons  interested  in 
obtaining  future  copies  of  all  of  those 
documents  to  be  issued  by  the  FAA  or 
only  of  those  concerning  certain  parts  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  should 
request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No. 
11-2,  which  describes  the  application 
procedure,  by  calling  202-426-8058  or  by 
writing  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 
Attention:  Public  Information  Center, 
APA-430,  800  Independence  Avenue, 

SW,,  Washington,  D.C,  20591. 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA) 

The  FHWA  maintains  a  consumer 
mailing  list  for  individuals  and  agencies 
wishing  to  routinely  receive  Federal-aid 
highway  related  rulemaking  actions. 
Persons  may  selectively  choose  to 
receive  rulemaking  materials  in  a 
number  of  separately  identifled  program 
categories  from  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Title  23.  Those  wishing  to 
take  advantage  of  the  FHWA  consumer 
mailing  list  may  obtain  additional 
Information  by  writing  to:  Consumer 
Affairs  Representative,  OfHce  of  Public 
Affairs,  Room  4206,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Persons  who  desire  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  any  regulatory  document  to  be  issued 
by  the  FHWA  that  is  listed  in  this 
Agenda  should  communicate  with  the 
contact  person  listed  with  the  regulation 
either  by  telephone  or  by  letter  to  the 
contact  person  at  the  following  address: 
(Name  of  contact  person).  Federal 
Highway  Adminstration,  400  7th  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20590. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration  (FRA) 

Persons  who  desire  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  any  regulatory  document  to  be  issued 
by  the  FRA  that  is  listed  in  this  Agenda 
should  communicate  with  the  contact 
person  listed  with  the  regulation  either 
by  telephone  or  by  letter  to  the  contact 


person  at  the  following  address:  (Name 
of  contact  person).  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590' 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA) 

Persons  who  desire  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  any  other  regulatory  document  to  be 
issued  by  the  NHTSA  that  is  listed  in 
this  Agenda  should  communicate  with 
the  contact  person  listed  with  the 
regulation  either  by  telephone  or  by 
letter  to  the  contact  person  at  the 
following  address:  (Name  of  contact 
person).  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  7th  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202)  426- 
0679. 

Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration  (UMTA) 

Persons  who  desire  to  obta.in  a  copy 
of  any  regulatory  document  to  be  issued 
by  UMTA  that  is  listed  in  this  Agenda 
should  communicate  with  the  contact 
person  listed  with  the  regulation  either 
by  telephone  or  by  letter  to  the  contact 
person  at  the  following  address:  (Name 
of  contact  person).  Urban  Mass  Transit 
Administration,  400  7th  Street,  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-1909. 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development 
Corporation  (SLSDC) 

Persons  who  desire  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  any  regulatory  document  to  be  issued 
by  SLSDC  that  is  listed  in  this  Agenda 
should  communicate  with  the  contact 
person  listed  with  the  regulation  either 
by  telephone  or  by  letter  to  the  contact 
person  at  the  appropriate  address 
specified  below:  For  contact  persons 
with  (202),  telephone  area  code:  (name 
of  contact  person).  Saint  Lawrence 
Seaway  Development  Corporation,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591.  For  contact 
persons  with  (315)  telephone  area  code: 
(name  of  contact  person).  Saint 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  520,  Massena, 

New  York  13662. 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration  (RSPA) 

Persons  wishing  to  be  placed  on 
mailing  lists  for  regulatory  documents  to 
be  issued  by  RSPA  should  contact:  Mrs. 
Sandra  Cureton,  Information  Services 
Division,  DMT-43, 400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Office  of  the  Secretary  (OST) 

Persons  desiring  to  receive  future 
copies  of  the  Regulations  Agenda  should 
submit  their  request  to:  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Regulation  and 
Enforcement,  C-50,  Office  of  the  General 
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Counsel,  Dep>artment  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-4723. 

Persons  who  have  an  interest  in 
specific  regulatory  documents  to  be 
issued  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
should  forward  requests  for  copies  of 
those  documents  to  the  same  address. 
These  requests  should  fully  identify  the 
document  desired. 

Appendix  B — General  Rulemaking 
Contact  Persons 

The  following  is  a  list  of  persons  who 
can  be  contacted  within  the  Department 
for  general  information  concerning  the 
rulemaking  process  within  the  various 
operating  administrations. 

USCG — Bruce  Novak,  Marine  Safety 
Council,  USCG  Headquarters 
Building,  Room  4402,  2100  Second 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20593. 
Telephone:  202/426-1477. 

FAA — Edward  Faberman,  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel,  Regulation  and 
Enforcement  Division,  800 
Independence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Room  915G, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Telephone: 
202/426-3644. 

F’HWA — Thomas  P.  Holian,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W„ 
Room  4223,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/426-0761. 

FRA — Mike  Haley.  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Room 
8211,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/426-0767. 

NHTSA — Roger  Tilton,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Room 
5219,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/426-9511. 

UMTA — Doug  Gold,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Room 
9320,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/426-1906. 

SLSDC — Bob  Kraft,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  800  Independence  Ave., 

S.W.,  Room  814,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591.  Telephone:  202/426-3574. 

RSPA — Doug  Crockett,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Room 
8420,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/755-4972. 

OST — Neil  Eisner,  Office  of  Regulation 
and  Enforcement,  400  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Room  10421,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Telephone:  202/426-4723. 

Appendix  C — Public  Rulemaking 
Dockets 

The  following  is  a  list  of  Rule  Docket 
locations  for  the  various  operating 
administrations  where  the  public  may 
review  regulatory  dockets  and  hand 
deliver  comments  on  advance  notices 
and  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking: 
USCG — Marine  Safety  Council,  2100  2nd 
Street,  S.W.,  Room  4402.  Washington, 


D.C.  20593.  Working  Hours:  7:00-5:00 
(Monday-Thursday). 

FAA — Rules  Docket,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Regulation  and  Enforcement 
Division,  800  Independence  Ave., 

S.W.,  Room  915G,  Washington,  D.C. 
20.591.  Working  Hours:  8:30-5:00. 

FHWA — Docket  Room,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Room  4205,  (Federal  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  Regulations  in  Room 
3404)  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Working  Hours:  7:45-4:15. 

FRA — Docket  Clerk,  400  7th  Street, 

S.W.,  Room  8211,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Working  Hours:  8:30-5:00. 
NHTSA — Docket  Room,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Room  5108,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Working  Hours:  7:45-4:15. 

UMTA — Docket  Clerk,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Room  9320,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Working  Hours:  8:30-5:00. 

SLSDC — 800  Independence  Ave.,  S.W.. 
Room  814,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
Working  Hours:  8:30-5:00. 

RSPA — Docket  Branch,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Room  8426,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Working  Hours:  8:30-5:00. 

OST — Docket  Clerk,  400  7th  Street, 

S.W.,  Room  10421,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Working  Hours:  9:00-5:30. 

Appendix  D 

Innovative  Regulatory  Techniques 

As  explained  in  the  preamble,  the 
public’s  views  are  solicited  with  respect 
to  the  Department’s  regulatory  programs 
where  innovative  regulatory  techniques 
can  be  applied  effectively  to  reduce  the 
burden  on  regulated  entities  or  to  reduce 
governmental  costs.  The  following  are 
descriptions  of  particular  techniques 
that  have  shown  promise  throughout  the 
federal  government. 

Enhance  Competition 

An  agency  seeks  to  achieve  a  valid 
regulatory  goal  through  generally 
increasing  its  sensitivity  to  market 
structure  by  for  example,  removing 
barriers  to  and  constraints  on 
competition. 

Marketable  Rights 

In  place  of  detailed  government 
controls,  an  agency  limits  private-sector 
rights  to  engage  in  a  specific  activity  or 
to  use  scarce  resources,  but  allows 
private  parties  to  exchange,  trade,  or 
sell  these  rights.  The  agency  maintains 
overall  control  while  letting  the  affected 
parties  arrange  the  detailed  allocation  of 
rights  in  the  free  market. 

Economic  Incentives 

An  agency  provides  economic 
incentives  that  are  supplements  or 
alternatives  to  government  standards 
and  regulations  by  structuring  fees  or 


V 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  190  /  Thursday,  October  1. 1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


48521 


subsidies  to  encourage  the  private 
sector  to  achieve  regulatory  goals. 
Incentives  replace  rigidly  enforced 
regulatory  standards. 

Performance  Standards 

An  agency  replaces  design  standards 
which  specify  strict  means  of 
compliance  with  more  general  standards 
based  on  overall  performance  levels. 
Firms  or  businesses  are  free  to  find  the 
most  efficient  way  of  complying  with  the 
standards. 

Information  Disclosure 

An  agency  requires  that  users  or 
consumers  be  provided  with  information 
choices  among  competing  goods  and 
services  and  be  free  to  choose  on  the 
basis  of  that  information.  The  agency 
may  provide  information  directly  to  the 
public  (e.g.,  uniform  tire  quality  grading 
standards). 

Voluntary  Standard  Setting 

An  agency  supplements  or  substitutes 
direct  Federal  regulation  with  voluntary 
standards  developed  and  enforced  by 
the  regulated  sectors. 

Compliance  Reform 

An  agency  replaces  or  supplements 
government  compliance  monitoring  and 
enforcement  with  other  mechanisms, 
such  as  third-party  monitoring, 
supervised  self-certification,  and 
economically-based  penalties  (e.g.,  third 
party  inspection  of  emergency 
equipment  aboard  ships). 

Tiering 

An  agency  takes  into  account  the  size 
and  nature  of  regulated  organizations 
when  it  develops  or  revises  its 
regulations  (e.g.,  certain  FAA,  RSPA, 
and  NHTSA  exemptions). 
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